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LONDON, AUGUST 27, 1887. 


4 CURRENT TOPICS. 


‘Tue pexate in Committee of Supply last Monday evening may 
fgome compensation for the sup neglect by Parliament of 
interests of lawyers and of legal suitors. The discussion 
ded over a wide field of topics, ranging from the question of 
e amalgamation of the two branches of the legal profession to 
@ profits of the Middlesex Registry and the amount of work done 
Pthe Masters and the County Court Judges. Mr. Artnur 
Jowwor’s proposal to accelerate a reduction in the staff of 
eters by summarily disendowing one of that body did not 
mmend itself to the House; but the Law Officers held out 
Epectations of certain reduction and reforms. The Attorney- 
@neral hinted at a reduction of the Lord Chancellor’s secretarial 
@ and a redistribution of county court districts; while the 
icitor-General admitted being aware that the question of the 
pointment of an additional Judge of the Chancery Division was 
under consideration.” 





ue Mrempers oF Pantiament who call in question the yote for 
flaries and expenses of the Supreme Court of Judicature should be 
Minded that, even where reforms and reductions are decided 
on, some time must elapse before they can be carried into effect. 
hus, in the case of the Masters, when a vacancy arises the place will 
bt be filled up, and thus the vote for salaries will for the follow- 
ig year be less by the amount of the salary of the officer to whom 
Successor is appcinted. The Attorney-General, when he stated 
the office of Clerk of the Petty Bag will not be kept alive 
the death of the present holder, overlooked the fact that. there 

in existence an Act of Parliament providing for the abolition of 
hat office (37 & 88 Vict. c. 81, s. 5), and for transferring the duties 
Reg of the Supreme Court aa may be designated by the 
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| A nzanrzancement of the Circuits and Districts of the County 
Judges is a change which, in all probability, cannot be 
eng deferred, in view of the unequal distribution of judicial wank 
iich is indicated by the statistics of the last few years; but it 
not necessarily follow that it will involve any great reduction 
the number of judges. The Attorney- pointed out on 
mesday that the greatest difficulty in the way of a consolidation 
districts was the additional distance which would have to be 
welled by suitors, witnesses, and jurors from rural districts i 
were held only in the larger towns. It is 
mon practice for County Court Judges to 
Mghts of continuous work and absolute rest; but 
ige who devoted only seventy-six days of last year 
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THERE HAVE BEEN two recent decisions 
wills or portions of wills means 
knife. In the Goods of Maley (35 
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testatrix and of the two witnesses 
knife. It is curious that there should 
as to whether such an eragure 
tearing, or otherwise 
1887; but Mr. Justice B 
where the signature has been enti 

observed that what the testatrix might be ‘ 
a lateral cutting out’; and he therefore held that the 
been duly revoked. 
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francs, 15,300 ; guilders, 23,000; marks, 194,000 ; and pesetas, 44,000. 
The supplement to the London Gazette of the 8th of March, 1887, 
contains in 137 double-column pages a list of the accounts to which 
such of these funds as have not been dealt with for fifteen years 
are standing, and a note in the same supplement informs us that 
4 only one-nineteenth of those several accounts shew a balance ex- 
g ceeding £1,000, and only one-third shew a balance exceeding 
f £100. 





Tue case of Reg. v. Riley (35 W. R. 382, 18 Q. B. D. 481) 
raised a question as to the extent to which the prosecutrix upon a 
charge of rape or indecent assault can be cross-examined as to 
character and the extent to which her statements may be con- 
tradicted by rebutting evidence. The prisoner was charged with 
an assault with intent to commit a rape, and his counsel set up the 
defence that the prosecutrix had consented to what he had done. 
The prosecutrix was cross-examined as to previous sexual intercourse 
with the prisoner with her consent, but she denied that such inter- 
course ever taken place, and the Court of Quarter Sessions re- 
faeed to admit evidence on the prisoner’s behalf of previous inter- 
course between them. There has been some uncertainty as to the 
rule of evidence on this subject, but the exclusion of evidence to 
discredit the prosecutrix appears to have applied only to inter- 
course with men other than the accused. In Reg. v. Cockroft 
(11 Cox C. C. 140) Wires, J., refused evidence as to intercourse 
with other men, but expressed his willingness to hear evidence as 
to previous intercourse with the prisoner, and in Reg. v. Holmes 
(1 C. C. R. 334), where the Court for the Consideration of Crown 
Cases Reserved held that, on an indictment for an indecent assault, 
the denial of the prosecutrix as to sexual intercourse with other 
men could not be rebutted by other evidence, Kexty, C.B., said 
that evidence as to intercourse with the prisoner ‘‘is undoubtedly 
admissible, for it has a direct bearing upon the question of con- 
sent.” Moreover, Mr. Justice Srzraen, in his Digest of the Law 
of Evidence (Art. 134) lays down that the prosecutrix may be 
questioned as to intercourse with the prisoner on previous 
occasions, and adds, ‘‘if she denies it, she (probably) may be con- 
tradicted.” In Reg. v. Riley the court (which included Mr. 
Justice Sternex) held that the rebutting evidence ought to have 
been admitted, all the judges recognising the distinction between 
evidence as to intercourre with the prisoner and as to intercourse 
with other men. The Lord Chief Justice observed that the former 
evidence “‘ leads directly to the point in issue,” and Mr. Justice 
Marnew said that the admission of such evidence was “in 
accordance with justice and common sense.’’ Mr. Justice Srernen 
only guarded himself against being supposed to lay down that 
evidence could be admitted to shew that the prosecutrix was a 
common prostitute. 





Ler vs atrempt to trace in detail the practical effect of the 
rules which have been recently laid down with regard to trustees’ 

mortgage investments. Trustees call on their solicitor in London 
to inquire whether he has heard of a mortgage investment for the 
£2,000 in Jowzs’s trust, now on deposit at the bank? Jones's 
widow, tenant for life, with a large family and small income, is 
very clamorous about an immediate investment, an increase on 
the two per cent. allowed on deposit being of great moment to 
her. Yes, the solicitor has heard of an investment: Messrs. 
Sura, solicitors, of (let us say) Canterbury, have written to offer 
a mortgage investment for £2,000 on certain hop gardens, oast- 
house, and premises in Kent. Description of property seems satis- 
por he managing trustee says, ‘‘ Well, I suppose we had better 
get Mr. Bows, of Lincoln’s-inn-fields, to look over the property ; I 
him in all my mortgago investments, and know him to be 

a and cautious surveyor.” “My dear sir,” says the 
solicitor, ‘‘you must do no such thing, you must employ a local 
surveyor” (Fry v. Tapson, 33 W. R. 113). “ But I know no 
local or” says the trustee; ‘do you know one?” “I 
do not,” says the solicitor, “and, if I did, I must not select the 
+ you, as trustees, must do that” (Fry v. Tapson). 
Wal, perhaps Men Surra can tell us who is the best local 
” gays the trustee. “ Worse and worse; you must not 

om any account allow the mortgagor’s solicitors to suggest the 





surveyor” (Fry v. Tapson), says the solicitor. “I will send for, 
the Directory for Kent and extract for you the names of the local ” 
surveyors given therein, and you must select from the list the” 
name of some person whom you will employ.” This is done; ~ 
the trustees t at random Mr. Rosinson, a Kentish surveyor, 7 
and then the managing trustee says to the solicitor, You will © 
instruct this Mr. Ronmvson to value the property?” ‘‘I cannot © 
do that with any safety to myself,”’ replies the solicitor, ‘‘ unless [ 
first verify all the statements in the particulars of the property © 
furnished by Messrs. Surrn; if I frame instructions without — 
doing this I shall be guilty of negligence (Pretty v. Fowke, ante, © 
p. 693). This will cause considerable expense and delay, and] © 
am not at all clear that you will be able to recover the costs of the ~ 
necessary inquiries from the mortgagor as part of the proper costs — 
of the mortgage. Besides, you will be ‘ delegating your duty and 
responsibility as a trustee’ (Re Partington, ante, p. 704); and, ~ 
moreover, it is now laid down that you must ‘exercise am inde. ~ 
pendent judgment’ on the valuer’s report before advancing the ~ 
trust-money (Whiteley v. Learoyd, ante, p. 672; Re Parting. © 
ton); how can you do this unless you have seen the property? ~ 
Your best course will be to go down to Kent; carefully look over — 
the property; be sure you ask the tenant to show you his lease, 
and ascertain whether its terms are correctly stated in the parti. © 
culars ; ask the mortgagor whether there is any land improvement 
charge on the property—and, by the way, you had better search 
at the Land Commissioner’s Office to ascertain whether there is; ~ 
you see the existence of such a charge would make an important — 
difference in the estimate of the value of the property.” ‘‘ Good © 
heavens,”’ says the trustee, “‘do you mean to say we must do all — 
this?” ‘* Yes, and when you have done it you must be careful © 
to instruct your valuer not to state merely whether the property 

is a good security for £2,000, dut to give all the details affecting 
its value as a security. And you must particularly tell him not ~ 
merely to state the selling value of the property as it stands: you © 
see a hop garden and oasthouse is a property ‘of a speculative © 
character, and the surveyor ought to be asked the value of the © 
property apart from its value as a hop garden’ (Re Partington); 
you must therefore instruct the surveyor to tell you what is the © 
selling value of the land and buildings apart from the hop | 
industry.” ‘Anything more?” ‘Yes; you see you know © 
nothing about the value of property in Kent; you are not allowed © 
to employ a surveyor in whom you have confidence, becanse, being ~ 
resident in London, it is assumed that he knows n thing about © 
property in Kent; you also are resident in London and know © 
nothing of the value of property in Kent; but nevertheless, — 
when you have got the report of the local valuer, you must not 
‘adopt his advice blindly,’ you must ‘exercise your judgment 
upon it.’” “How?” ‘That I cannot tell you; perhaps you ~ 
had better go down to Kent again, see the valuer, and cross. — 
examine him upon his report.” ‘Thank you; and when all this © 
is done, what about the amount to be advanced?” ‘‘ Well, the © 
rule as to one-half the estimated value is ‘not a hard-and-fast ~ 
rule,’ but nevertheless, if it is transgressed, you will have ‘to ~ 
justity’ your conduct ; so, of course, if you are wise, you : 
observe it. And, mind, the value to the extent of half of which 
you will advance is the ‘prairie value,’ not the value for the ~ 
purposes of the hop industry” (Re Partington). ‘‘ Good morning; — 
we will take no further steps with reference to advances on mort ~ 
gage; we can buy Consols, although they may be above pat, ~ 
without any inquiry or investigation, and although no prudent mam 
would invest his own money in them; but it seems that the courts — 
are determined to prohibit investments of trust-money on mort- ~ 
gage.” We commend to our readers’ attention this hardly ~ 
exaggerated statement of the practical working of the rules | 
recently laid down. : 

































cho maseaiben of tettuens Se Tnanees ind ites geen’ during the week 
ending Saturday, August 20, was106. Thenumber in the i 
week of last year was 103, Sontag anaes of 3, being a net 7 
in 1887, to date, of 62, The number of bills of sale published in England © 
and Wales for the week ending August 20, was 254. The number im © 
the corresponding week of last year was 233, shewing an increase of 21, — 
being a net increase in 1887, to date, of 133. The number published im — 
Ireland for the same week was 14. The number in the corresponding ~ 





1887, to cantile Gasette. 








week of last year was 1 no alteration, leaving a net decrease it 
date, of 1h Kempe A 
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THE LAW OF GIFTS ZNTER VIVOs. 
IIT, 


Purchase in the name of a child—(Continued).—The Merried 
Woman’s Property Act, 1882, provides (section 21) that ‘a married 
woman having separate property shall be subject to all -such 
liability for the maintenance of her children and grandchildren as 
the husband is now by law subject to for the maintenance of his 
children and grandchildren.” In cases falling within the Act, the 
rule stated anfe, p. 701, ‘‘that a transfer to, or a purchase by a 
mother in the name of, a child does not amount to a gift in the 
absence of evidence that a gift was intended,”’ requires some modifi- 
cation. 

Assuming the doctrine laid down by Jessel, M.R., in Bennet v. 
Bennet (10 Ch. D., at p. 476, cited ante, p. 701) to be correct, the 
reason why a purchase by a father in the name of a child amounts 
primd facie to a gift is that the father is under a Jegal obligation to 

rovide for his child, and that a purchase by him in the name of 
his child will, in the absence of evidence to the contrary, be taken 
to be made for the purpose of discharging that obligation. Apply- 
ing this principle to a transfer to, or a purchase in the name of, 
her child, made by a married woman after the commencement of 
the Married Woman’s Property Act, 1882, of or with property 
with which she is able to deal without her husband’s assent, it 
would seem that such’a transfer or purchase will amount, in the 
absence of evidence to the contrary, to a gift to the child. Weare 
not aware, however, of any decision on the subject. 

Transfer as distinguished from purchase of realty.—The question 
whether the rules, given in the preceding article, apply to a transfer 
of real property by the owner to another person, as distinguished 
from a purchase in the name of the latter, is one of some nicety, 
and has given rise to a difference of judicial opinion. The answer 
to this question depends upon the question whether, since 
the Statute of Frauds, any trust can be implied in favour of 
the person who conveys real estate to another without con- 
sideration, Lord Hardwicke says, in Lloyd v. Spillet (2 Atk., at 

. 150); “I am bound by the Statute of Frauds to 
construe nothing a resulting trust but what are there called trusts 
by operation of law: and what are those? Why, first, where an 
estate is puréhased in the name of one person but the money or 
consideration is given by another; or, secondly, where a trust is 
declared only as to part and nothing said as to the rest, what 
remains pulliatiel of results to the heir-at-law, and they 
[sic] cannot be said to be trustees for the residue” Again, he 
says (Young y. Peachy, 2 Atk., at p. 256): ‘It might be said in 
every case where a voluntary conveyance is made that a trust shall 
arise by implication ; but that is by no means the rule of the court ; 
trusts by implication or operation of law arise in euch cases where 
one person pays the purchase-money and the conveyance is taken 
in the name of another, or in some other cases of that kind; but 
the rule is by no means so large as to extend to every volun 
conveyance.” James, L.J., says in Fowkes v. Pascoe (10 Ch., 
at p. 348): ‘*I will assume that the implication of a resulting 
trust does arise as much in the case of a transfer as in the purchase 
of stock, although that certainly is not the case with respect to a 
conveyance of land.” 

It must be observed that the Statute of Frauds (29 Car. 2, c. 3, 
8. 8) exempts all declarations or creations of trusts of lands, 
tenements, or hereditaments, which arise or are transferred or 
extinguished by implication or operation of Jaw, from the operation 
of the statute. . We have, enol to consider whether any trust 
arises by operation of law in favour of a person who makes a 
voluntary conveyance of hereditaments to another, as, if this is the 
case, the statute does not apply. 

It is a well-known rule that if A. conveys land to B. in fee 
timple by a conveyance operating at common law, and there is no 
consideration and no declaration of uses, there is a resulting uee to 
A. in fee simple: See E. N. & C. on Interpretation, p. 286; 
also 1 Preston Est. 190. Bearing in mind that a use and a trust 
are the same thing, except that it is usual to confine the word 
“use’’ to a trust which confers the legal estate by virtue of the 
Statute of Uses, it appears that where an absolute transfer of land 
is made to A. without any consideration, there must be, in the 
absence of special circumstances, a resulting trust for the 
Conveying, afd, if this view is correct, the care falls with 
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exception 
collected in Lewin on Trusts, 
It should, perhaps, be added in Sayre v. Hughes (5 X4.. 
at p. 382) Stuart, V.C., says: “ @ transfer of stock 
was not like paying money down and g 8 con in the 
name of the daughter ; the difference is not very great, yet it is 
something.” 

Gift distinguished from sale-—There is a broad distinction 
between a gift and an assignment for value. In the former case 
the natore of the transaction entirely on the will of the 
donor ; and if he has done something which appears to, but which, 
on strict examination, does not, amount to a gift, it is tolerably 
certain that, although he may have at one time intended to make a 
gift, the gift is imperfect ; he changed his mind; he did not carry 
his intention into effect. On the other hand, where the transac- 
tion is for value, and for some reason the assi t of the pro- 
perty is imperfect, we bave to consider the intentions of two persons 
—the person who purports to make and the person who accepts the 
assignment ; and if, en consideration of all the circumstances, it 
appears that both parties intended that a perfect assignment should 
be made, a court of equity will compel the assignor to do anything 
that is n to perfect the assignment. 

This distinction between a gift and an assignment for value is of 

rimary importance. The reader who has thoroughly grasped it 
will find but little difficulty in understanding the decisions, puzzling 
though they appear to be at firet sight. These decisions lead to the 
cardinal rule, that ‘an incomplete voluntary gift creates no right 
that can be enforced.” In words, ‘‘No person can be com- 
pelled to perfect a gift which in the mode of making he has left 
imperfect ; there is a locus penitentia so long as it is incom | 
Antrobus v. Smith (12 Ves. 39); Edwards v. Jones (1 Myl. & Cr. 
226. See Lyte v. Peny (Dyer, 49u), where a man bailed to 
another a sum of money to the use and behoof of a woman, and to 
deliver it to her on the day of marriage, and countermanded i 
before the marriage. S 

The real difficulty arises in determining whether that which hae 
been done amounts to a complete transfer of the , and, if it 
does, with what motive was the transfer made ? should, how- 
ever, be remarked that where the equitable ownership is 
transferred the donee is in the position of 
trust, and that whether the donor or a stranger is the 
Where the donor remains the legal owner he can only transfer the 
equitable ownership by constituting himself a trustee. 
tion, therefore, that arises in cases of this nature is whether he has 
done so; and it will be found that where he has ineffectually 
attempted to transfer his legal o ip and has not expressly 
constituted himself a trustee the donee takes nothing. 

There is a well-known rule of construction that, where 
instrument fsils to take effect in the manner intended, it will, 
possible, be construed so as to take effect in some other manner 
which will carry the expressed general intention of the 
into effect: see this discussed E. N. & C. on Interpretation, P- 
40, ef sey. The reader who understands the principle above laid 
down will be prepared to learn that this rale does not ap y to an 
instrument purporting to make a gift ; however clearly the inten- 
tion of the donor to make a gift, whether of the entire or the 
beneficial interest, may be expressed, still, if he has not trans- 
ferred the legal or the equitable ownership, as the case may be, 
or has not constituted himself a trustee, the I mg fails. 

The principles that we have stated are down very 
by Turner, L.J , in his judgment in Milroy v. Lord (4 De 
J., at p. 274). He says: ‘I take the law of this court to 
settled that, in order to render a voluntary settlement 
effectual, the settlor must have done Nery meee which, 
to the nature of the property the 
necessary to be done in order to ag thst wed 
the settlement binding upon him. course, 
actually transferring the : t 
intends to provide, and the agin will then be 
will be equally effectual if 
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imperfect gift. The cases, I think, go further to this extent, that, 
if the settlement is intended to be effe2tuated by one of the modes 
to which I have referred, the court will not give effect to it by 
applying another of those modes. If it is intended to take effect 
by transfer, the court will not hold the intended transfer to operate 
as a declaration of trust, for then every imperfect instrument would 
be made effectual by being converted into a perfect trust.” 

‘The principle is a very simple one. A man may transfer his 
property, without valuable consideration, in one of two ways: he 
may either do such acts as amount in law to a conveyance or 
assignment of the property, and thus completely divest himself of 
the legal ownership, in which case the person who by those acts 
acquires the property takes it beneficially or on trust, as the case 
may be; or the legal owner of the property may, by one or other 
of the modes recognized as amounting to a valid declaration of 
trust, constitute himself a trustee, and, without an actual transfer 
of the legal title, may so deal with the property as to deprive 
himeelf of the beneficial ownership, and declare that he will hold 
it from that time forward on trust for some cther person. It is 
true that he need not use the words ‘I declare myself a trustee,’ 
but he must do something which is equivalent to it, and use 
expressions which have that meaning; for, however anxious the 
court may be to carry out a man’s intention, it is not at liberty to 
construe such words otherwise than according to their proper 
meaning”: per Jessel, M.R., in Richards v. Delbridge (18 Eq., 
at p. 14). 








LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 
POLICE DISABILITIES REMOVAL. 


50 Vict. sess. 2, c. 9.—AN Act To REMOVE THE DISABILITIES OF 
THE POLICE TO VOTE AT PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS. 


Peers and women are disqualified from voting at Parliamentary 
elections by the common law, but not constables. The disqualifica- 
tion of constables is purely statutory, and has not heen fora long 
time in ion. It was first imposed by Sir Robert Peel in 1829, 
in his well-known Act establishing the Metropolitan Police, which 
derives from him its two familiar names (10 Geo. 4, c. 44, s. 18), and 
the example thus set was fcllowed in two later Acts as to counties 
and borough police (2 & 3 Vict. c. 93,8 9, and 19 & 20 Vict. c. 20, s, 9). 
The preamble to the present Act recites the inexpediency of such a 
disqualification, and the operative part boldly repeals portions of the 
above-mentioned and other less important enactments (seven in all) 
having a similar effect. It is material to bear in mind that only 
portions of these enactments are repealed, and that certain un- 
repealed portions, following a common form, prohibit the police from 
canvassing, and also, except in the case of the Metropolitan Police, 
from voting at municipal elections. A further section provides for 
the case of a constable ‘‘ who is, or who is likely to be, on the day of 
any election, sent or employed in the discharge of his duty so as to 
prevent him voting at the polling-booth or station at which he 
would otherwise by law be entitled to vote.” Such a constable may 
obtain a certificate from the chief constable stating the fact with 

iculars, and the presiding officer at any polling station is to allow 
im to vote at such station, upon the production of the certi- 
ficate, which he is forthwith to cancel, and ‘deal with in 
the same manner as the counterfoils of voting - papers are 
directed by law to be dealt with”—as to which detail rule 29 
of schedule II. of the Ballot Act, 1872, should be consulted. i 
enabling provision might possibly, even in the case of the most law- 
abiding set of citizens, tempt a man to vote early and vote often, so 
the Legislature im the penalties of personation (as to which see 
Corrupt Practices Prevention Act, 1883, s. 6, sub-section 2, by which 
ion is felony punishable by two years’ imprisonment, with 
labour) —_ any constable who should so far forget himself. 
It is also provided that temporary absence on duty for not more than 
four months shall not cause a break of the continuous “ inhabitant 
occupancy” required as a qualification for the franchise (as to which 
see section 3 of the Re tation of the People Act, 1867, and 
Ford ¥. Barnes (15 Q. B. D. 254) ). 

Such is the Police Disabilities Removal Act, 1887—a statute which 
** explains itself” less than any statute of recent years, which is say- 
be J good deal. It only remains to point out that, though the pro- 

in the repealed Acts are against voting, not being 

ee te ee ee of section 7 of the 

Act, 1872, 2 condition precedent to the right to vote, but 

that s constable wrongly registered in past years becomes entitled to 
yote at once by virtue of the present Act. 
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CUSTOMS AND INLAND REVENUE ACT. 


50 & 51 Vicor. 0, 15.—AN AcT TO GRANT CERTAIN Dutizs or Custom. 
AND INLAND REVENUE, TO ALTER OTHER DUTIES, AND TO AMEND © 
THE LAWS RELATING TO INLAND REVENUE. 3 


The present Act, in addition to imposing certain tea, tobacco, ang — 
income tax duties, contains one or two provisions of special importance, — 
After two sections reducing to 1d. the duty on sea policies in cages © 
where the premium does not exceed 2s, 6d. and limiting to tem days 
the period within which a sea policy made out of the United Kingdom ~ 
may be stamped after execution without penalty, ten sections provide, 
with considerable elaboration, for the imposition of a new duty on the 
transfer of the debenture stock or funded debt of any company or 
corporation, and, what is more important, for the composition of the 
duty by the bodies concerned, thus allowing any company to place © 
upon its whole body of shareholders the burden of the duty which in ~ 
strict justice ought to fall upon transferors and transferees. It ig 
understood that these enactments, which like all Inland Revenue Acts 
came into force on the 5th of July, when the Act received the Royal 
Assent, have caused considerable excitement and annoyance on the 
Stock Exchange, and not unnaturally, for section 7, incorporating 
reference a portion of the Stamp Act, 1870, raises the duty in the 
case of debenture stock from 2s. 6d. on the nominal value of the stock — 
transferred to “the same ad valorem duty” as is charged by that Act 
‘upon a conveyance or transfer on sale of other popeny St relation 
to the amount or value of the consideration for the e.”” The 
schedule of the Act of 1870 tit. ‘‘ conveyance” gives a long scale of 
duties, from which we “eg for example that the duty on the trans- 
fer on £100 Debenture Stock at par will be raised from 2s. 6d. to 10s, 
Conveyance on mortgage, however, is excluded from the Act, and con- 
veyance otherwise than on sale or mortgage is chargeable with a ten 
shilling duty only, whatever may be the amount transferred. 

The terms of composition are fixed at sixpence for every hundred 
pounds of the whole “‘ shares, stock, and funded debt” of the com- 
pounding body (sections 7, 8, 9, 10), but composition, it is 
necessary to state, is not compulsory. It is merely provided (section 
9) that ‘‘ any company or corporation may agree with the Commis- 
sioners of Inland Revenue, ifthe commissioners in their discretion think 
proper, for the peeotdey of an account of their shares and stock, 
Upon such an account being delivered, the duty becomes chargeable 
upon the amount appearing from it (section 8), while by section 12 — 
any company or corporation not delivering an account as agreed, or 
failing to pay the duty ‘in conformity with the Act,” is liable to the 
very heavy penalty of ten pounds per cent. on the amount of duty — 
payable, and a like penalty for every month after the first month duri 
which such neglect shall continue.” By section 15, upon the acetal 
being rendered and duty being paid, transfers of any shares or stock 
included.in the account become exempt from duty, ut by section 16 
the compounding bodies are enabled to recoup themselves for what 
they have paid by way of composition by levying additional fees “in 
addition to any fee exigible upon registration of any transfer” as to 
which fees, see sections 15 and 47 of the Companies Clauses Act, 
1845, relating to registration of transfers and bonds respectively, and 
authorizing fees as prescribed in the special Act, or, if no fee be pre- 
scribed, then 2s. 6d. for each registration, but it is, perhaps, doubtful 
whether section 47, which applies to bonds, would, without some con- 
necting link in the special het, apply also to debenture stock. Seo 
tion 16 is only an enabling provision, but it may perhaps be assumed — 
that each compounding body will, in justice to its shareholders or 
constituents, put the section in force. 

It only remains to point out that the germ of these stamp-com- 
ge enactments is to be found in the Metropolitan Board of 

orks Loans Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict c. 24), ss. 3 and 4, and in the © 
Inland Revenue Act, 1850 (43 & 44 Vict. c. 20), s. 53, which later © 
enactment “a to municipal loans only under the Local Loans — 
Act, 187é. @ provisions of 1880 are, by section 14 of the present ~ 
Act, to be no longer in force as to stock issued after the passing of 
the Act, and the provisions of 1870 are likewise to cease after the Ist 
of August next, but will still have to be consulted in re of the - 
very numerous loans contracted before those dates—a highly incon- 
venient arrangement, which it may become next to im ible to — 





carry out by reason of the two sets of loans becoming blended in & 


cases where (see, ¢.g., section 5 of the Metropolitan Board of Works — 
Act, 1869), ¢ 
keeping of separate account in respect of successive parcels bot-— 
rowed, 3 

Another, and the only remaining, important provision of the Act is 
that contained in the 18th on as to the income tax of agri- 


culturists. This section provides that ‘‘it shall be lawful for any — 
person occupying lands for the purposes of husbandry ouly to elect — 
to be to the duties of income tex chargeable under schedule 


D., and in accordance with the rules of that schedule, in lien of — 
assessment to the duties under Schedule B.,” the election to be | 
Ganiées Uy poeee to the surveyor of taxes for the district within two — 
mon 


the commencement of the year of assessment, so that @ 
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an agriculturist, if he eo elect, may now be assessed upon an a 
of three years’ profits instead of upon the annual value of his hold- 
ing. It is to be observed that the section to turists 


who may be owners as well as occupiers, if they occupy for the pur- 

e of husbandry only; that the duty under Schedule B. is only 
alf that under Schedule D. and the other schedules, and that in 
estimating profits, if any, agriculturists will not only not be allowed 
to deduct anything for the cost of maintaining themselves and their 
families, but also ought to add to their profits money which they 
are escaped the spending of by reason of consuming their own 
produce, 








CORRESPONDENCE. 
THE TRANSFER OF LAND BILL, 1887, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—The Bill is suspended until next session. Happily a breathing 
time is obtained, and it will be well if the proposed alterations receive 
more careful consideration than they appear to have hitherto had. 
The scheme of registration seems, unfortunately, to be accepted pretty 

nerally as inevitable; and this merely because it is brought forward 

y the Lord Chancellor, and may therefore be regarded 48 a Govern- 
ment measur ;. but the objections of those most capable of judging 
of the practical effect of what is pro deserve more than a 
careless examination. The report on the Bill issued by the Council 
of the Incorporated Law Society shews that the measure is regarded 
with much disfavour by that very competent representative body ; 
and it may be taken that there is not a law society throughout the 

rovinces which views the proposal otherwise than with repugnnce. 

oreover, it must not be forgotten that one of the most eminent of 
the Lord Chancellor’s predecessors was strongly opposed to compulsory 
registration. The late Lord Cairns, who was an exceptionally skilled 
real property lawyer, was decidedly of opixion that such a mode of 
registration would be in the highest degree inexpedient ; and indeed, 
in his evidence before the Committee of the House of Commons, he 
went so far as to say that its effect was ‘ frightful to contemplate,” 
His adverse opinion dictates that the proposed measure should receive 
the most thorough examination, and not be blindly accepted, however 
high the authority by whom it is introduced. There is no doubt that 
the Bill will be brought forward again next year, and no time should 
be lost in preparing to resist it. 

The Registration Acts of 1862 and 1875 have proved absolute 
failures. The best proof of this, perhaps, is the fact that, of the few 
titles registered, a large proportion have actually been taken off the 
register. The principle has thus been tested for more than a quarter of 
a century. Having proved it to be unpalatable, a paternal Government 
steps in, and says to the nation “You - not know what is for you. 
Registration is a grand thing, and whether you like it or not you will 
be compelle'l to register your deeds and wills.” It will be urged that 
the previous schemes were mistakes, and that what is now offered is 
so very different, and is so undoubtedly right, that it in fact becomes 
the duty of Government to compel its adoption. However high an 
opinion the promoters of the Bill may have of the proposed registration 
system, it cannot be demonstrated without actual experience that it 
possesses all the advantages claimed for it. Does not common sense 
suggest that the new mode of registration should be left to rely on its 
intrinsic merits for a period of, say, five years? If itsadoption during 
the tentative period had been sufficientl to shew that 
the system was appreciated, then it might prudently be rendered 
compulsory ; but if such a reasonable trial be d we shall be 
compelled to take a leap in the dark. 

It is thought by some, and the idea is a very venpog Sgt ach 
that the transfer of land should be made as easy as that of Consols, 
but that of course can never be, A transfer of shares in a public 
company is the nearest approach to this simplicity of operation; but 
even this transfer cannot be effected without a Such deed is 
simple and invariable in form, being a transfer from A. to B, in 
consideration of money paid, and without recognition of any trust ; 
but deeds of settlement, conveyance, and mortgage, and wills, are 
infinite in their variety; trusts cannot bedis 
register is to record all dealings with all kinds of - 
out England, the contemplation of such a mighty, gigantic task 
oppresses and appals the mind. 

E cing has been 


; and, if a 


hanks to the admirable Act of 1881, conve 
brought to such a state of extreme simplicity that im 
might well be regarded as impossible: and the authorised scale of 
charges appears to give goneral satisfaction, as well to clients as to 
practitioners, The Settled Land Act of 1882, ne Ranenunteennes? 
on the tenant for life, effected a very valuable » and got rid 
of the popular objection that land was too much tied up. We seemed 
at last to have reached a happy state of calm, with e of 
settled rest, but our vee Snes 2 eee 
syétem of conveyancing would appear to ‘be thteatened. Tt is 


substitute a scheme which 
To come to the Bill itself. 


under the head of registration, 
ever, is certain, that te pea 
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compulsory and = > dle seek is 
registration, one with a “ title, w! 

the other with an absolute title, which ae be 

title is to tainable immediately—that is, presumably, 
investigation; the second, after a delay of five 


i 
; 
i 
g 
i 
4 
Hs 
FF? 


i 


is to be repeated as 
say by sale, oo ee be any 
the registration of a mortgage. 


eee ee pany is termed an absolute title. 
obtained his possessory 

cess, after a tedious ing for five 
calls an ‘‘ absolute title.” on 
title does not amount to an vc iS 
section 5, a registered proprietor wo ve to pay compensation 
any person deprived lear interest in the land ; — under 

20, sub-section 1, compensation out of the insurance fund would 
paid to any for loss arisi in the ae 
obtained by fo aging raph Tcngyaety tay sap yap 5s the 
Land Transfer i 

in the scheme mentioned.” under 

prietor might have to give up the land itself, and 
compensation from the insurance fund. not 
reconcile these several sections; but it is clear that, undar the _— 
visions of the Bill, in no case could a title, absolutely free in 
attack, be procured. Consequently, registration, even abso- 
lute title, would not dispense with the investigation 
required at present. ow, under the Act of 1875, an actually 
indefeasible title can be obtained, and the certificate of registration is 
the root of title. 

It surely is a mistake that the lengthy Act of 1875 should have 
been imported into the Bill, One has to about from one to 
the other in search of light. Far better would it be if so ambitious a 
scheme were contained in its integrity within the four corners of a 
Bill. 

The Bill, without the rules, to be issued under the proposed Actis, as 
regards registration, extremely 5 ee | In fact it is but a mere 
skeleton, and it gives rise to all of questions. For instance, 
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fi 
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to make registratio 
mean that every deed affecting land shall sopese the 

Would any advan be gained beyond w : 
registration in Middlesex and Yorkshire? If none, is the working of 
registration in those counties so conspicuously beneficial as to 

the application of the system to the whole of the kingdom ? the 


contrary, does not experience shew that registration in those particu- 
lar counties confers no ical advantage, and only causes trouble and 
expense? What is to be the mode of ; by memorial, or 
by copies of deeds and wills placed in the 


of the ? 
The avowed object of the Bill is to facilitate sid cain the 
transfer of land. Hollies of, Paes Cheese. wane to be 


enormous work, and the heavy expense . would have to be 
paid by landowners, who just now are gre. Eocedn exces- 
lige ally ory OE BS as 
delay, and w ere & pressure 

office, perhaps long delay. The principal sufferers would be small 
owners. Where the consideration is under £100, the 8 
costs of purchase at t are the maximum sum of and the 


presen 
ta In the majority of the cases the title to small is 
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Loss of property through fraud or mistake occurs so very seldom 
at present that it might seem superfluous to provide for such cases. 
Yet insurance forms an important feature in the Bill. It would 
appear as if it were apprehended that the new system would give 
such facilities for forgery and fraud, and that so many mistakes will 
be made by officials, that an indemnity for the sufferers must be 

vided. 

Pe The insurance system is based on the very pega oe | principle 
that good titles shall be made to pay for bad ones. Sound titles are 
to be made to idemnify those that prove to be tainted! This, indeed, 
would be robbing Peter to pay Paul. The insurance scheme is 
ious. It is calculated to Toad the multitude, who do not take 
trouble to think for themselves, to believe that this novel pro- 
cess would practically render every title safe. Titles are now quite 
sufficiently safe; but even were additional security to be obtained, 
and which is doubtful, the fact remains that insurance is intended to 
cover the risks of a crude and arbitrary system which even the pro- 
moters view with undisguised distrust ; and that it is sought to make 
landowners, whose titles are good, insurers against all sorts of fraud, 
, and blundering; and this without the slightest resulting 

benefit to themselves. 

If = will permit me, I may in a fature letter comment on the 
amendments of the law of real property proposed by the Bill. 


August 19. J. B. 

P.8.—I am reluctant to trespass further on your space, but I 
desire to call attention to the following statement in the memoran- 
dum which precedes the Bill :— 

“When a branch office for local registration has been organised in 
@ district, the Act will be applied by Order in Council, and after an 
rest day every purchase of legal interests in land in that district 
Ul be made by means of the register.” 

It is important to know the meaning of this vague statement. Is 
it that it is intended that all conveyancing relating to purchases 
shall be done by the officials of the Land Transfer Board? Such 
would sppear to be the most obvious construction. If it be the 
correct one, then, indeed, a scheme of insurance against errors is of 


vital importance. 





PROBATE AND ADMINISTRATION DUTY ON ESTATES 


UNDER £300. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.| 


Sir,—Leaseholds form part of the assets of a small estate, and, in 
arriving at their value, a mortgage debt is deducted. This brings the 
value of the estate below £300, and administration is sought under 
the provisions of section 38 of the 44 Vict c.12. The department 
holds that the dedaction of a mortgage debt is not permissible in 
connection with a t under that section. It is submitted, how- 
ever, that section 7 of 31 & 32 Vict. c. 124 lays down clearly the 
principle on which the value of leascholds has to be ascertained for 
ba eee of administration duty—i.c., ‘‘ that the mortgage debt on 

leasehold may be deducted from the value of such leasehold, 
and the stamp duty shall be chargeable on the value . after de- 
duction therefrom the amount of such mortgage debt. 

Sa ion 1 of section 33 of 44 Vict. c. 12 provides that the 
ettate, in order to obtain the benefit of that section, nust be under 
the value of £300 without any deduction for debts or funeral ex- 

The class of debt is governed by section 28, which gives the 
power to deduct debts and funeral expenses from the value of the estate. 
Debts in this latter section could not mean mortgage debts, because 
mortgage debts had already been provided for by tection 7 of 31 & 
32 Vict. c. 124. 

It is obvious that this question is not likely to be contested by 
parties applying for administration, because it affects only estates 
which are too poor to defend any proceedings by the department. 

It is very hard to have to pay duty on gross value of leasehold 
estates which may be of cctabltaihhe worth, but subject to incum- 
of almost equal amount. 

I shall be glad to obtain the views of your readers upon ~~. 
N. 


| 








THE LIABILITY OF TRUSTEES. 


Is his judgment in the recent case of Billing v. Brogden, Mr. Justice North 
made some important observations on the liability of trustees with refer- 
ence to the case of Speight v. Gaunt (31 W. R. 401, 9 App. Cas. 1), and it 
may be useful to give, in advance of the r report of the cases some 
extracts from the shorthand notes of the j ——. 

the action was by cestuis que trustent against 
them to make good 4 loss of the 
father, on the 

marriage 


in his lifetime, or his executors or administrators within five years aj 
Lis death, would pay £10,000 to the trustees, to be held by them on the” 
truste of the settlement. ‘The defendant Budgett was one of the trustegs, ~ 
the other trustees were two of the testator’s sons, who afterwards became © 
two of his executors. The £10,000 was not by the testator, or by hig © 
executors within five years after his death, but was retained by them ing ~ 
business which they had carried on in ; 
was ultimately lost. It was admitted at the trial of the action that the two = 
trustees, who were also executors, were liable to the plaintiffs, and the ~ 
main question was whether the defendant Budgett, who was the only in. 

yrawech, wer trustee, was liable for not having taken more active steps to 
compel payment of the trust money out of the testator’s estate when it 
became due, 
this reason apparen 


complicated, and it would be impossible to state them within any reason. ~ 
able length. : 
North, J., said that it had been contended that Speight v. Gaunt had 


established this proposition, that a trustee was justified in dealing with | 

S the manner in which an ordinary prudent man of © 
business would deal with his own estate. This was too broad a state. ~ 
urpose of making g | 
proper investment, placed trust funds in the hands of a broker, who | 


a trust estate 


ment. In Speight v. Gaunt a trustee had, for the 
applied thum to his own use. Two points were considered there—(1) wag 
the trustee warranted in employing an agent, instead of carryin 
transaction himself? (2) Was he justified in handing the cash to his Se 
instead of paying it himself to the persons giving the security. ‘ 
question was answered affirmatively, upon the ground that a prudent man ~ 


of business advancing his own money upon such a security would, in the 


ordinary and regular course of business, have employed a broker ~ 
and trusted him with the money. 
739): ‘*I1t seems to me that on general 
ought to conduct the business of the trust in the same manner 


x 


that an ordinary prudent man of business would conduct his own, and | 
that beyond that there is no liability or obligation on the trustee. In © 


other words, a trustee is not bound because he is a trustee to conduct © 
business in other than the ordinary and usual way in which similar busi- ~ 
ness is conducted by mankind in transactions of their own. It never ~ 
could be reasonable to make a trustee adopt further and better precau- © 
tions than an ordinary prudent man of business would adopt, or to con. © 
duct the business in any other way. If it were otherwise, no one would be © 
a trustee at all. He is not for it.’’ 2 
App. Cas. 19): ‘The authorities cited by the late Master of the Rolls, © 
I think, shew that, as a general rule, a trustee sufficiently disch his — 
duty if he takes, in mana 


they may be such as an ordinary prudent man of business would select for ~ 


ay 


his own money; and it may be that, however usual if may be for ¢ ™ 


person who wishes to invest his own money, and instructs an agent, such 

as an attorney or a stockbroker, to seek an investment, to deposit the 

money at interest with the agent till the investment is found, 

that is in effect lending it on the agent’s own personal security, and isa © 
breach of trust.”’ 
spoke, as other judges had spoken, of conducting the business of the trust, ~ 
or managing trust affairs, as a prudent man would manage his own con- 
cerns, they were referring to cases in which the trust business was” 
being done in accordance with the limitations of the trust. No one would 
contend that a trustee might safely ignore the terms of the instrument” 
creating the trust, so long as his disposition of the trust property was such — 
as would have been a prudent disposition of hisown. When thus under- ~ 
stood, the duty of a trustee not to select investments outside the securities — 
authorised by the trust was in conformity with, and was not an excep. — 
tion to, the general rule. 
unauthorised manner would be liable for any loss arisin 
however wise and safe such an investment of his own funds by a prudent ~ 
man would have been considered ; and a trustee who neglected to call ina 
sum of money, which ought to be called in at once under the terms of the” 


¥ 


trust, would be liable for any loss which _— arise from his omitting to ~ 
t 


do so, however safe and prudent it m ve been to leave the money 
outstanding if it had been his own. defendant Budgett’s conduct — 
must, therefore, be tested, a what a prudent man would have done ~ 
as to his own moneys, with which he could deal as he liked, but by what he 

would have done with respect to moneys which it was his duty to proceed 


to call in at the end of five years from the testator’sdeath. Inconsidering | 


this question his lordship adopted the very im: t observations of Jessel, © 


M.R., in Speight v.Gaunt (31 W. R. 404, 22 Oh. 


the law > grey him to make him liable for doing that which he has done, ~ 
and whic 

have a plain case made against him. In other words, you are not to © 
exerciee your ingenuity, which, it appears to me, the Vice-Chancellor has ~ 
done, for the purpore of finding reasons for fixing a trustee with © 
liability; but you are rather to avoid all such hyper-criticiem of © 
documents and acts, and to give the trustee the benefit of any doubt © 
or am in any document, so as to relieve ~ 
to fix him.” 























ership with the testator, ang © 








He was brother-in-law to the other two trustees, and for ~ 
tly was unwilling to proceed against them, but no © 
dishonesty was imputed to him. The details of the case were extremely ~ 
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Jessel, M.R., eaid (22 Ch. D. | 
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g trust affairs, all those precautions which an | 
ordinary prudent man of business would take in managing similar affairs — 
of hisown. There is one excoption to this: a trustee must not choose | 
investments other than those which the terms of his trust permit, th us 
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. 746): “* My view has always © 
been this, that where you have an honest trustee fairly anxious to perform 
his duty and to do as he thinks best for the estate, you are not to strain — 


he believes is right in the execution of his duty, without you © 






















; 





-Q 


a] 
Ee 


z 

























Aug. 27, 1887. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


. 











— 
have taken more active steps, and at an earlier time than he did, to get in 


the trust money. 
A second and ¢qually important 5 be ya remained for consideration— 
whether, if the defendant Budgett had used due ence in attempt 
to recover the trust funds, any good would have ted therefrom ; for 
was clear that the court would not punish a trustee pecuniarily for his 
breach of trust, so far as loss had resulted therefrom tothe trust estate. 
In other words, if no loss had been incurred, or the loss had been be- 
fore action, there was nothing remaining for the trustee to make good, al- 
though no doubt the court might think fit to remove him from the trustee- 
ship. In Hobday v. Peters (28 Beav. 603) a policy was assigned to trustees. 
They never obtained possession of it, or ap notice to the office, and the 
assignor first mo and afterwards surrendered the policy. The 
trustees were held not liable, as they had no funde out of which they 
could have paid the premiums, and, if they had sued the assignor, it 
would have been useless, as Lord Romilly, M.R., was satisfied upon the 
evidence that the assignor could not have paid. In Ratcliffe v. Winch 
(17 Beav. 217) the court apparently acted on the same principle. In 
Clack v. Holland (19 Beav. 262) the law was stated in terms more favour- 
able to the defendant Budgett than in any other case of which his 
lordship was aware. Lord Romilly, M.R., said (19 Beav. 271): ‘‘ When it 
is the duty of a trustee or executor to obtain payment of a sum of money, 
the trustee or executor is exonerated and never a to make the 
loss if he has done all he can to obtain payment, but his efforts have not 
wed successful. Nay, more, if he has taken no steps at all to obtain 
payment, but it appears that, if he had done so, they would have been, 
or there is reasonable ground for believing that would have been, 
ineffectual, then he is exonerated from all liability.”’ On the evidence his 
lordship came to the conclusion that loss had resulted from the defendant 
Badgett’s omission to take proceedings to compel payment of the money. 
The defendant Budgett ma the executors must pay the tiffs’ costs of 
the action, but the liability of the executors must be 1 by a direction 
that the costs which they had to pay were not to be increased by reason of 
the prolongation of the trial beyond the day on which they submitted to 
judgment. 








CASES BEFORE THE VACATION JUDGE. 


Practice—Vestinc Onper—Reat Praopsrty—DescarrTion OF Parce.s In 
Orpexr—Trusrse Act, 1 


In the case of Re Adams, before Kekewich, J., on the 24th of August, 
sitting as Vacation Judge, a question arose as to whether which was 
the subject of a vesting order was sufficiently described. It was also asked 
that the consent of the lords of the manor (the land being copyhold) to 
the vesting order might be recited in the order. The application was 
made by the persons beneficially entitled to certain conga EA 
devised by the will of Samuel Adams, asking that the property pv d be 
particularly described in an order made under the Trustee Act, 1850, on 
the 6th of August, 1887, by Kay, J., vesting the property in the 
applicants. The registrar, in drawing up the order, proposed that ‘‘ the 
hereditaments to which a former trustee pf a testator’s will had been 
admitted,’’ should be vested in the applicants. On behalf of the applicants 
it was submitted that they were entitled to have the parcels set out in the 
vesting order or in schedules to it. 

Kexewicu, J., said that the parcels should be set out, and the consents 
recited, otherwise the applicants would not get a good title, and he gave 
directions to the registrar accordingly.—CounsgL, George Henderson. 
Soricrrors, Albert Batchelor, for Gisby ¢ Son, Ware. 


Company—Orricia, LiquripAroR—APPOINTMENT—MeEmBer oF Oompany., 


In the case of The Graduated County Schools Association (Limited), before 
Kekewich, J., on the 24th of August, a question arose as to wh an 
woountant, a stranger, should be appointed official liquidator or a per- 
ton concerned in the management of the hee om ¥ Chadwyck Healey’s 
Company Law and Practice was cited on f of the accountant ; Jn re 
Lindon Australian Agency Corporation (29 L. T. Rep. N. 8.417) for the 
member of thecompany. The chief clerk had appointed an accountant, 
but the summons was adjourned into court. 

Kexewicu, J., said that he should not disturb the chief clerk's appoint- 
ment.—OounssL, Marten, Q.O.; Spokes. Soxscrrons, Longbourne ¢ Stevens ; 
Whale § Clark. 


Arracument—Soxriciron—Pesrson “ actine in a Frovorary Capacrry ’— 
"ee eee Act, 1869, s. 4, sun-ssction 3; Dssrons Acr, 
8. 1 


In the cases of Preston v, Btherington and Btherington v. Etherington, 
bfore Kekewich, J., on the 4th of August, a question arose 
Whether a solicitor who was ordered to pay a certain sum of money 
was a ‘‘ acting in a fiduciary capacity’’ within the third excep- 
tion in section 4 of the Debtors Act, 1869. A motion was e 
for leave to issue writ of attachment against a solicitor for an 
order of the 8th of July, 1887, whereby he was ordered to pay a sum of 
money and interest. In support of the motion Marriey. Ingram (13 Oh. D. 
338) was cited. It was contended on behalf of the respondent that the 
spetoems bed, not proved that the debtor was fraudulent or dishonest. 

esimply was unable to pay, and the court should exercise its discretion 
paeny, section 1 of the De tors Act, 1878. The debtor never acted in a 


aciary capacity. 
Kaxewron, J., eaid that he was eatisfied that it wee a trust debt from 


Se 


the orders, which he had read, and which he could not go behind. 
was not satisfied that the guines eee eae ; it would 
be not only idle but mischievous to send him to prison. make 
tho cuter, net te Seuss OO 6 Tie re nen eae ae 
Counsut, EB. Cutler, Q.C., and Whiteway ; Lyttelton 

Boxall ¢ Boxall ; A. B. Chubb, 


Taxation—Soricrron—UnpsrTakinc—Oxzpsr To Ruview. 


Tn the case of Re W. F. Law and John Nicholls $ Co., before Kekewich, J., 
on the 24th of August, a question arose as to the of a solicitor 
perp: Fgh pee omy Fo him in the 
event of the eres oe 
on behalf of W. F. Law, 
Messrs. Nicholls & Oo., solicitors, 
the agents of W. F. Law the sum of £46 18s, 9d., pureuant to an 
Cains Seed the SE ap ee eee ee The undertaking was 
as ws :— 


Re W. F. Law. 

‘** Received of William F. Law, wa ek payment cf Messrs. Law & 
Worssam the sum of forty-six Se oe ae ae 
being the mount castified tobe de by the master’s certificate in this 
matter, which we undertake to return to the Mesers. Law & Worssam 
within four days after the decision of the judge overruling or varying the 


taxing master’s certificate. 
** 96.6.87. “ Joun Nicuoits & Co.” 
By ap order made on the 27th of July, 1887, on the of W. F. 


Law, Kay, J., ordered that it be referred back to taxing master to 
review his certificate. 

Kexewicn, J., said that be made an exception in this case to the rule 
that he laid down m doing vacation business, not to deliver formal judg- 
ments. The ent here gave an undertaking to return a sum of money 
to the solicitors ot the nayllenes Sits fa A ea 

8 


judge overruling or varying the tas On 
of ip. on aule-aie sink tie the aadtinds te te 

mamas ete. ee ee J and 

e court that where one parties desired on a question 
font ane eee to the ani a . 
personal undertaking to money order wen’ 
against him. Te rule rested on the fath that euch an undertaking made 
by an officer of the court would be observed most oe 
the money on the faith of the and his 
enforce that js 
eeven days, and pay costs.—CounsgL, George 

Davis. Soxtcrrors, $ Worssam ; Arnold Wiliams ¢ Co. 


Practice—Mortton to Commit—Soricrron—SERvics. 


In the case of Jonas v. Long, before Kekewich, J., on the 24th inst., a 
question arose as to whether service of a notice 
a solicitor at his private or business address was good. It was a motion 

a 


to commit Johnson, a solicitor, for o in assaulting 
solicitor within precincts of the court. The was unable to 
effect se at the pont 
eon. Johnson was not represented by a solicitor, 
effected through his solicitor. ict 


in that case service of the notice of motion at the residence of the party 
was held sufficient. te 


reg 

tion of the judge. The was 
would stand at the head of the het next 
Watson. Soxtcrrons, Robinson ¢ Dees. 








LEGAL NEWS. 


Mr. Joun Howrey, solicitor, of York and aegpasnn n died on 
15th inst., at the age of eighty-two. Mr. Holtby was in 1804. 
wan adesiited 0 oalisihes Se S55, cont Se test Sane ee Pe 

fr Oe East 


| 


chairman of the York Board of Guardians. ve 8 eee 

Mr. Robert Holi Poe bnk, nf BA B.. North- 

Circuit. Mr. Hi was buried at York on the 19th inst, 
APPOINTMENTS. — 

Mr. Wriu1am Joux barrister, has been a Civil 
Service Commissioner. Mr. is the son of the 
Rev. William and was born in 1841. He was educated at New 

graduated class in Classics in 1965. He 
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lor’s Se for an English eseay in 1868. He was called to the bar at 
Lincoln’s-inn in Easter Term, 1870. Mr. Courthope has been an 
examiner in the Education Department since 1871. 


Mr. Joun Greenrrexp, solicitor (of the firm of Greenfield & Abbott), 
of 37, Queen Victoria-street, and Kingston-on-Thames, has been 
appointed by the Chief Justice of the Colony of Western Australia a 
Commissioner for taking Affidavits in the said Supreme Court and 
Acknowledgments of Deeds Executed by Married Women for the said 
Coleny. 

Mr. Tuomas Wr1ams, solicitor, of Neath and Pontardawe, bas 
been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme 
Court at Pr udicature. 


Mr. Writsam Frepericx Cartwricut Jorpan, solicitor (of the firm of 
Jordan & Son), of Teignmouth, has been appointed a Commissioner to ad- 
minister Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Parrick Maxwstt, solicitor (of the firm of Maxwell & Weldon), of 
Dublin, president of the Irish Incorporated Law Society, has received the 
honour of Knighthood. Sir P. Maxwell was admitted a solicitor in 
Treland in 1846. 


Mr. Asranam Nicnotson, solicitor, of Oldham, has been appointed 
Clerk of the Peace for that borough. Mr. Nicholson is also Town Clerk 
of Oldham. He was admitted a solicitor in 1882. 


Mr. Francis Barnarp Jenninos, solicitor, of I 
has been appointed Clerk to the Felixstowe an 
Mr. Jennings was admitted a solicitor in 1562. 

Mr. Fepor Anxprew Sarow, barrister, has been appointed a member of 
a Commission for the Reform and Codification of the Commercial Law of 
ie 2- Mr. Satow was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in July, 


wich and Felixstowe, 
Walton Local Board. 


Mr. Frepericx Joun Bricuam, solicitor, of Driffield, has been ——- 
Clerk to the Bridlington United District School Board. Mr. Brigham 
Was admitted a solicitor in 1877. 


Mr. Hexpert Suarrtey, solicitor, of Louth, has been ees Deputy 
Coroner for the Louth District of Lincolnshire. Mr. Sharpley was 
admitted a solicitor in 1877. He is in partnership with his father, who 
is Coroner for the District. 


Mr. Joux Epiestoxe Lepsam Wuirexzap, solicitor, of Cambridge, has 
been elected Town Clerk of that borough in succession to Mr. Edmund 
Foster, resigned. Mr. Whitehead is a graduate of Emmanuel College, 
Cambridge. He was admitted a solicitor in 1877. 


GENERAL, 


In Committee of Supply in the House of Commons on Tuesday last, 
upon the vote for £350,789 for county courts, Mr. H, Fowler declared 
there was no department which demanded more searching inquiry and 
more vigorous reform than county courts. While judges of the superior 
courts sat 200 days in the year, out of the 59 county court judges there 
were 25 receiving a salary of £1,500 a year who did not sit 150 days in the 
year. One happy man only sat 76 days. This was a question which any 
Government, whether Liberal or Conservative, ought to take in hand. 
Mr. Conybeare quoted a later return shewing that 36 county court judges 
eat less than 150 days, whereas in Liverpool one county court judge sat 
335 days. He objected to the practice of the judges employing substitutes, 
and he urged that the county court judges should be available for 
promotion to puisne judgeships. The Attorney-General said the question 
should be most carefully considered, not merely for consolidation, but in 
the direction indicated by the right hon. gentleman. ‘lhe courts could 
not be consolidated in the least populous districts because of the distance 
parties would have to travel, which would give rise to an outcry in the 
opposite direction. At the same time there was ground for thinking there 
was not sufficient economy of labour, while on the other hand in populous 
places a large amount of work was got out of the judges. The Government 
wished to go as far as the right hon. gentleman in improving the county 
court system, in economising the time of the judges and the expenditure 


of money. 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—F n1pay, August 19. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED 16 CHANCERY. 
iy ESTILATING Granary Co, LiurTeD.—Petn for winding up, presented 
Biltiter oe directed 7 be heard before Kekewich, J., on Aug 31. Druces & Attlee, 
sior y 
Hom, East YorxsHIRe, asp NortH LiINcouysHirE CoNsERVATIVE NEWSPAPER 
AasD Purrtixe Co. Liuitep.—By an order made by Chitty, J., dated Aug 3, it 
wae ordered that the company be wound up. Ashurst & Co, Old Jewry, solors 
for petner 
Usimrren tx CHANCERY. 
CommeEnctalL Baxx or Loxpon.—By an order made by Stirling, J., dated Aug 9, 
Pee eens Cast the haat be Wound up. Bristow, John st, ” Adelphi, solor 


CounTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
Lamiren Is CHANCERY 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Economical focrery, Victoria Dinirg Rooms. Chester. Aug 15 
Canpae OF EDEN FRIENDLY focjeTY, Black Bull Inn, Burnley, 
u 
. London Gazette.—TvuEspay, August 23. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
County PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
LIMITED Iv CHANCER 


In Y. 
Du Brepap, Apams, & Co, LimiTrE0.—Credito "the particulars on or before 












2 
mi 


Es 
ah 


to send their names and addresses, and culars of their debts 
claims, to George Mahon, 26, North John st, Liverpool. Wednesday, Oct § 
12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 3 
BrRIDGEWATER Loan SocieTy.—By an order made by the Vice-Chancellor, dateg ~ 
Aug 12, it was ordered that the society be wound up. Oobbett & Oo, Man. 
chester, solors for petner es 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 7 


UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 4 
Last Day oF OLAIM. 
London Gagette.—Fripay, August 12, 
Ei Curip#& Harorp, Raul rd, Peckham, Ironmonger. Oct 10. Head v Head, 
mM stirling: J. brideer, St Helens place, Bishopsgate st Withia 
Laem, Mace WILu1aM. Bradwall Hall, Chester, Gent. Oct 1. Shaw y 


45, Bygott, Sandbach 
seh i SST at arwick, Farmer. Oct 1. Neale v Neale, Stirling, J,” 
StaTer, Davi, Worcester, Boot and Shoe Manufacturer. Oct 24. a 
Slater, Chitty, J. Corbett, Worcester 
London Gaszette—TUESDAY, August 16. 


HAtIstTEeAD, GzeorGs, Blackburn, Grocer. Aug 26. Ratcliffe v Halstead, Registra 
District. a Blact burn { 


MorGay. Wii114M, Shoumert rd, Peckham Bye. Gent. Oct 1. Qurtiss ¥ 
Mi eo 4d Parker & ue. J Michael’s Rectory, Cornhill Re 
RENALS, Ji Lei , Dealer. Oct 10. Booth r 


Meakin, Y Btirling, ci Se eg Toteinarcest 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, August 19. 4 
Donsem, “ome. Low ewses, Durham. Sept 30. Stothard v Edmondson, Chitty, 


hhambers 
NEwson, GEORGE, ae rd, Forest Gate. Oct 3. Bridge v Newson, Kay, J) 


Helmore, Bishopsgate st 





OrForRD, HARRIET BETTiIna FRANCES, Countess of, Florence. Oct 20. Due 
Del Baizo v¢ v Cartwright, North, J. Caprons & Co, Savile pl, Conduit st 
Fwy me Gloucester, Esq. Oct 24. Ricketts v Ricketts, 


CKETTS, THOMAS. 
Stirling, a Carter, New 


Cheltenham, “wD. Oct 1. Shepard v Smith, Stirling, J. Rew 


worthy, Cheapside 
SrRowG. ANTHONY, Tynemouth. Northumberland, Shipowner. Oct 10. Jop 
v Strong, Stirling. J. . North Shields 
Watson, JOUR. Saemee, Brewer. Oct 24. Watson v J ones, Chitty, J. N 
son, heftiel wa 
ees W1L11aMm, Thorpe on the Hi!!, Lincoln, Farmer. Sept 0. F 
Taylor, Chitty, Js. Stephen, Linco in Bs 
WIsz, * MAnganET, So Settle. York. Sept17. Hoggarthv Fryer. Registrar, 


chester, Wilson, Manchester 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 45. 
Last Day or Cian 
London Gasette.—FRIDAY, August 19. 


BENEE?®, gues, Anston, York, Butcher. Sept 2. J. 8. & 0. A. Wo 
BEstT, JAMES, Kingston on Thames, Solicitor. Sept 3¢. Pitts & Savage, Ludgaie’ 


BoALcH, FREDERICK HORATIO ORLANDO JOHN, Seaton, Devon, Butcher. Aug 


Canning & Kyrke, Chard 
Buck, ALICE, Preston, Lancaster. Oct1. Buck & Co, Preston < 


Bonemm. , JaMES, Erith, Kent, Butcher. Sept 9. Parish & Hickson, St 8 
ne 
Oncaea, EMANUEL, Alverstoke, Southampton, Esq. Oct 22. ie 


are! 
Conway, MarGanrztT, Liverpool. Sept17. Miller & Co, Liverpool 
Davey, Epwarp Hewry, Cefnaire, Montgomery, Gent. Octi. Talbot & € 


wtown ¥ 
Cum padmon 9 Pace, Clapham, Surrey, Gent. Bept 20. Rundle & Hobs ' 
Hawyaronp, Sazan. Romans, Southall, Middlesex. Sept 90. J.T. & G. F. Mae 
Mhenbanie rd 7 sailed : 
HARKER, ae, Melbourne, Colony of Victoria, Esq. Oct 1. Sladen & 


Delaha: 
Haywoop, Wau. Southport, Machinist. Sept 16. Lambert, Menchestana 
HisBerD, Peter, Sheffield, Grocer. Sept 20. Muir Wilson, Sheffield 
Heragp, Casea, Westminster, Merchant. Sept 29. Rogers & Co, Westmii 


re) 
Bose, Scameh, Higher Broughton, Manchester, Gent. Sept 10. Dixon, 


ey Slaithwaite, York. Sept6. Laycock & Co, Huddersfield ~~ 
Inporson, Joun, Waleswood, York, Farmer. Sept8. Dransficld, Sheffield 
JEssoP, JOSEPH, Chiswick, Market Gardener. Oct 17. Finnis & Wylie, Ch’swit 
4 5 Crmteriax Evezx Tazovor, West Norwood. Oct 1. Orump & * 
KERiey, Eastbourne, Septié. Jeffery, Eastbourne a 
LANCASTER, JosEru, Keighley, York, Smallware Dealer. Sept 19. 


Clarkson. 
LILLey, pag ~ Oe Barrister at Law. Oct 1. Peacock & Gol 
Orpington, Kent, Licensed Victualler. 


I sans - 


8q. *s ion 
Loapgr, Hesny a 
LONGRIGG, 1 “toe Hestet, Ciiniberland, Yeoman. Sept 10. Mounsey & 
Macsern, Choriton cum Hardy, Lancaster, Tailor and Draper. 





Stan Breacurxc Co, Frederick Juimes Ant Vice-Chencellor hae, by a0 ordes order dated July 
See eet ag iejace Saxe 21, $0 cond their nawmmend sttese 
12, is appointed for ¢ the aber. Hues, 





2. W 
mM 
mm roan aban, Bpargfartland Pat 


on atk Sept 29. Haworth, Manchester 
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dv Head, 
Shaw y¥ 
irling, J, 
Slater y 


Registrar, 
Ourtiss ¥ 
Booth ¥ 


on, Chitty, 
m, Kay, i 
. Duchess 
duit st 

v Ricketts 
g,J. Rem 
10. Jopling 
J. Nich 
80. Tweed 
‘rar, Max 


_ A. Wha 
ge, Ludgaie 
ier. Aug, 


St Swithius 
Jonnithorn, 


‘albot & Gy 
le & Hobrow, 
& G. F. Me 
den & Wing 


anchester 
id 
Westminsa 


Dixon, Mae 


ersfield 
thefficld 
ylie, Oh'switt 
rump & & 


9. Spencers 
& Goddart, 
dier, Adg® 
founsey &@ 
Draper. Se 
Park, Su 
10, Muyler 


nchester 
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Morren, Susan GREVILLE, Wimborne. Sept 29. Bowlings & Co, Essex st 
Musprat?, ADELA SLEAT, Clepham. Sept 30. Petty Muspratt, Nighiingale 


e 
PaLLisER, JOHN, Scarborough, Builder. Oct7. Turnbull & Co, Scarborough 
PARKINSON, OHARLES, Sleaford, Lincoln. Oct 15. Peake & Co, Sleaford 
penton, Bales Cs, See es, Sp Sept 17. Crossman & Co, Theo- 


"3 
Riesy, Huan, Litherland, Lancaster, Gent. Sept 17. Miller & Co, Liverpool 
RUSE, as, Hodnell, Warwick, Farmer. Sept 29. Fortescue & Sons, 


BanDERS, EDWARD, Devonport. Octi. Brickwood Hutchings, Devonport 

SANDERS, JAWES PENGELLY, East Stonehouse, Devon. Oct 1. Brickwood 
Bue Devonport 

SevitLa, Don Jose, Lima, Peru, Merchant. Oct 8. Herbert, Cork st 

STEARNS, ALFRED CHARLES, Twickenham. Sept 20, Ingoldby & Co, Finsbury sq 
ART, Lieutenant bk aes GREENWOOD, Baye water, Royal Na’ Sept 20. 

Be laiaon, Clifford’s inn ey 

Srretine, WILLIAM BoveuTon, Whitechapel. Sept 29. Turner, Leadenhall st 


pronemes, Wait4e, 5 Burton on Trent, Engineer’s Olerk. Oct 1. Jennings & Co, 

urton on ‘rent 

SwIrT, 5 ae eee cecetad, Trentham, Stafford, Farmer. Sept 15. Llewellyn & 

Ac unstal 

TROUTBECK. JAMES, Finsbury park, Batchelor of Medicine. Sept 1. Soames, 
Finsbury pavement 

Watton, WILLIAM, Stanhope, Durham, Farmer, Oct 1. Wooler, Darlington 

Waicx. yous Bacon, Kilburn, Professor of Singing. Sept 15. Jones, New Ox- 
‘ord st 

Wripey, W1t114M, Cosham, Southampton, Corn Merchant, Oct 12. Binsteed 
& Prior, Portsmouth 

WILDING, HENRY aes, Greenhill, Worcester. Sept 17. Hallett & Spottis- 
woode, Craven stree 

Wrson, WILLIAM iesomurs, Depeowict st, Hackney rd, Watchmaker. Oct 1. 


Hughes & Gleadow, Gracechurch s' 
WILLiAMs, By BELL, Highgate, ‘Gent. Sept 19. Flux & Leadbitter, 


Wyatt, ‘ARTHUR. Gorey, Wexford, Esq. Septi. Woodhouse & Co, New sq 


London Gasette.—TUESDAY, August 23. 
Brown, JOHN, Bamber Bridge, Lancaster, Gent. Oct 8. Cooper, Blackburn 
QALDER, Gagnes Avaeustus, St John’s Wood, Esq. Oct 1. Shepheards, Fins- 


bur 
Conon, nang Lyng, Norfolk, Farmer. Sept 30, Sharpe & Oo, New ct 
De ta Hunt, Fanny, Edgbaston, Birmiogham. Sept 29. Gateley, Birmingham 
Drax, Jonn SAMUBL WANLEY SAWBRIDGE ERs, Holnest pk, Dorset, Esq. Oct 


8. Brown, Westminster chbrs, Victoria st 
Drew, Emma, Broadstairs. Oct1. Foss & Ledsam, Abchurch lane 


prams, Mary — D1anA, Englefield green, Surrey. Oct 25. Clayton & Co, 

ancas 

FLETCHER, rere mitny Br Bridas, Lancaster, Woollen Manufacturer. Oct 1. 
tai daring & Taylor, 

Forp, ELIZABETH SARAH, Yoaland Conyers, Lancaster. Sept 26. Hall & Mar- 
shall, Lancaster 

FRANCKLIN, CHARLES EDWARD, Union Club, Trafalgar sq. Oct 4. Wood & Co, 
Raymond bidgs 

Hampson, THOMAS, ~Aahoon on Mersey, Grocer and Corn Dealer. Sept 29. Chew 


& Sons, Manchester 

LEwon, Ly pa Pentonville, Cab Proprietor. Sept 20. Ricketts, King’s 
Cross 1 : 

MoMortanp. Epwarp, Orpington, Kent,-Gent. Oct 1. Vallance & Vallance, 
Essex st, Strand 

a JaMEs HARTLEY, Gatesheal. Sept 27. Trewhitt & Robson, Sunder- 


Nawron, Ann, Manchester. Sept 31. Lloyd, Manchester 


NicHot, Jam, Estee, Lancaster, Timber Merchant. Sept 20. Mason & 
Grierson, Live 
Ogton, ANN, Altrincham, Chester. Oct1. Vallance & Vallance, Essex street, 


Strand 

PaTTINnson, JOHN, Penrith, Gent. Oct1. Welsh & Sons, Manchester 

Par..rp3, HELEN, Cornwall grins. Sept 30. Spyer & Son, New Broai s+ 

Ramsay, Gzoras, Eccleston sq, General Bengal Staff Corps. Oct 3. Dawes & 
Sons, Angel ct 

Rupes, Tuomas, King’s Norton, Worcester, Licensed Victualler, Aug3i. Rob- 
bins, Birmingham 

RvussELL, GEORGE fircrann, Forest Gate, Licensed Victualler. Sept 18. Haynes, 


ow rd 
Sxrru, wee Hart, West Kensington, Solicitor. Oct 5. Smith, Chancery 


Srewann, Jom, Cleveland row, St James’s, Esq. Sept 19. Hacon & Turner, 
en. 8 
Tartor, RicHaRD, Liverpool, Fruit Merchant. Oct1. Smith &Son, Liverpool 


—) Wireaamt, Hulme, Manchester, Umbrella Manufacturer, Sept 3. Lloyd, 

anchester 

Wann, Joun Cuarixs, Portland, Dorset, Farmer, Sept 99. Howard, Wey- 
mout 

WarreMan, EvizabetH, Shepherd's Bush. Sept 25. Willcocks, Russell sq 

West, Mary, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Sept29. Gateley, Birmingham 


Wuirwortn, Sir Joseru, Stancliffe Hall, Derby. Oct 18. Darbisbire &.Tatham, 
Manchester 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasette-—FRipayY, August 19, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Bown, CHARLES FREDERICK, © Dasisbrooke, I.W., Club Proprietor. Newport and 
Ryde. Pet Augié6. Ord aug. 
BaapsHaw, THomas, Blackburn, Plumber. Blackburn. Pet Aug 16. Ord 


Banscon, Hawa Joun, Liverpool, General Merchant. Liverpool. Pet Aug 16. 

Bro’ vent wn, WEE Barton, Ohancery lane, Bolicitor. High Court. Pet July 15. 
ra u 

Burcess, Guth Evans, Westbury on Trym, Saddler. Bristol. Pet Aug 17. 


2, ALraED Mrum Heigham, Norwich, Commission t, ich. 
Pet Aug 16. Ord Aug vs OE... Sap 





Car, Janus, Skelmersdale, Lancs, Taukesper. Liverpool. Pet Aug 15. Ord 
ICHAEL, Bideford Devon, Hatter, Barnstaple, Pet Aug tt. Ord 


Cxarny, Tuoxas SIxcLAr, Maidstone, Soalemaket Maidstone. Pet Aug 6. 
Eaton m, PHILIP, Brighton, Lodging House Keeper. Brighton, Pet Ate 15, Ord 


Aug 
Fivx, ELIZA, Newport LW., Dealer in Butter. Newport and Ryde. Pet 


cnn Oe See Sem Senn Onin Macclesfield. Pet Aug 
ug 16 

THoMAsS in Machinist. 
eavBll Pep Aug 180s as, Beste Holderness, Kingston upon 


GREEN, JOHN, Sheffi Benaiodien. Sheffield. Pet Aug ié. Ord Ang 1¢ 
Hana Mornsa0, gprs, Hotwells, Bristol, Glass Factor. Cheltenham 
w>ee x, Jantes, Belgrave, Lelcester, no oocupation. Leicester. Pet Aug 13. 
1 
mw ‘Joas, Acomb, Yorks, Florist, York. Pet Aug 15. Ord Aug i 
Hut, W11114mM, Droitwich, Boot Maker. Worcester. Pet Aug 16. Ord Ang 16 
Howporn, CHaRLEs, Norwich, Plumber. Norwich. Pet Augi7. Ord Aug W 
Home, Bunsaurn, Orediey Heath, Qtaleeh, Seewee Dudley. Pet Ang 13. 
Jouns, Jogurt, St Lythans, nr Cardif, Clerk in Holy Orders Cardiff, Pet Aug 
Jo ain APRA gg Neath. Pet Augi6, Ord 


Kixo, Hint Gzonon, Buckingham, Poulterer. Banbury. Pet Aug 16, Ord 
3 CHARLES, and Wauter Joun Kitts, Folkestone, Poulterers, Canterbury. 
Augi3. Ord Aug 13 
JOUN Ongil, Wess Worthing, Santen: Late Benber of Pedtianqns. 
ton. Pet July 23. Ord Aug 17 
Livinestor, HENRY B143, Stafford, Shoe Manufacturer. Stafford. Pet Aug 16. 


Masoy, THOMA J ger Srey. et Doth Dealer. High Court. 

ae ae YY, Gracechurch st, Stationer. High Court. Pet Aug 
ape Churehbridge, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. Walsall. Pet 
Soorr, J Josura, Bast Stonehouse, Ubemiet, East Stonehouse. Pet Aug i5. Ord 


mani, Gxouox Hxwny, Bishop Auckland, Grocer. Durham, Pet July 2. Ora 


eee a Kirkheaton, nr Huddersfield, Land Agent. Huddersfield. Pet 
Aug 3. Ord Aug 54 
SMITH, JouE, Lianfaes, Brecon, Ironmonger. Merthor Tydfil. Pet Aug 17. Ord 


A 17 
Sri, SUSAN Ena, neo Howe, Yorks, Schoolmistress. Kingston upon Hull. 
STANLEY, FRAN Faan CIs J Sous, Nevtingham, Painter. Nottingham. Pet Aug 16. Ord 
Dean, High rd, omens Umbrella Manufacturer. High 
Court. Pet Aug 16. Ord A 


THORNTON, JOHN, Uhatham, Kent, . Rochester. Pet Aug 16. Ord Aug i¢ 
THROWER, Gzones, Heydon, Norfolk, Blacksmith. Norwich. Pet Aug 16, Od 
Warnes, Josura, Mi Milton next Gravesend, Trinity Pilot. Rochester. Pet Aus 
Weorats, Winiita, Accrington, Lancashire, Stone Maton. luckbur. Pet 
\ 7 
Wiittaws, “Extn ELLEN, Amlweh, Anglesey, Tailor. Bangor. Pet Aus 16. Ord 
Wiitlass, Jomx rx, Newport, Isle ot Wight, Butcher. Newport and Ryde, 
WILLIAMSON, EDWARD, Congleton, Cheshire. Macclesfield. Pet Aug 2, Oni 
The foilo ded notices substituted for those in the 
e following amen Pe are sot Ag “4 published 
Karey, Was, & Edmonton, Builders’ Journeyman. Edmonton. Pet July 
1 Aug 9 
8 WILLIAM, of Steam Roundabou's. hs 
wa ap ul CIS ee Canterbury. 
The foll amended notices for those in the 
owing 7— ones published 
AYEWARD, pn Coventry, ped wa Oh Coventry. Pet Aug 
E ¥. "AZ Wituay, Commercial Traveller. 
vanesten, Pet Aug Ul. Minn — 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
AUBERT Wes, Se an Sle Printer. Aug 2% at 11. Rankruptoy 
wr ee Menon 9 A pm ape Manufacturer. Aug 27 at 10.15. 
ee King’s Houd oh whos lane, Publican. Aug % at 12. 33, Carey 
at, 
BonpD CHARLES Faxbentce, Carisbrooke, 1.W., Major. Sept 13 at 3. Off Reo, 
Bunnows, Norwich, Commission Agent. Aug 2 at 
va . Aug Mati. Of Reo, 35, Vie 
Com, Meee Oe end, Cisber. Aug 2 at 11.99. 1, St. Aldates, Oxford 
vate. Seat Sytvester, Exeter, Gent. Aug 2% at 11.30, 1, St. Aldates, 
. Horsham, Sussex, Commercial Traveller. Ang 
22at2. King’s 
Fawors, Cou, Sameoee yh, rR Aug Mats. Off Reo, 
Frvx, <a ap W., Dealer in Butter. er at it. Of Reo, New- 
I. 
Foanest, Os ogy — 4 5 Spade Manufac- 
turers," Bept 6a 1040, =f 
Gus, Goose Eee 
King Edward tet, 
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Grirriras. Witt1aM GrorGE, Lydney, Gloucestershire, Draper. Aug 29 at 12- 
Off Rec, 12. Tredegar pl, Newport, Mon 
Grogan, Hues, Manchester, Builder. Aug 26 at 320. Off Rec, Ogden’s chbrs, 
Bridge st, Manchester 
Hasson J James, Belgrave, Leicestershire, no occupation. Aug 26 at 11.80. 28, 
arte ~~ haem Acomb, Yorks, Florist. Aug 29 at 12. Off Reo, 17, Blake st, 
we. OF , CHARLES, Deptford, Oilman. Aug 26 at 11. Off Rec, 109, Victoria 
Bas, Wasia Droitwitch, Worcester, Bootmaker. Aug 30 at 11. Off Rec, 
Hotporn. Cuantzs, Norwich, Plumber. Aug 30 at 12.30. Auction Mart, Token- 
Hows. Groros, Altrincham. Cheshire, Baker. Aug 29 at 11.30. Off Rec, Ogden’s 
chbre. st, Manchester 
JACQUES, JOSEPH. easton, Stuff Manufacturer. Aug 26 at 11. Off Rec, 31, 
vw. 
W. . Higher Tranmere, Cheshire, Estate Agent. Aug 26a! 
2. Off Rec. 35, Victoria at, Liv 
JANSON, — Wim, Leeds, Painter. Aug 26 at 11. Off Rec, 22, Park row, 
—— “Tmomas, Bleenau Festiniog, Merionethshire, General Dealer. Aug 30 at 
Crypt chambers, Easi gate row, Chester 
— Haxwan, Biet a Surrey, Grocer. Aug 30 at 12. Off Rec, 109, Vic- 
LEARMONTH, JOSEPH ieesase. King’s Lynn. Norfolk, Lodging-house Keeper. 
Aug %7 at 12. Off Reo, 8, King st, Norwich 
Lzaa. bay Francis, Victoria st, Solicitor. Aug 26 at 11. 38, Carey st, Lin- 
coln’s inn 
Murz4. Samvet, Leeds, Commission Agent. Aug 30 at11. Off Rec, 22, Park row, 
is 
Moraan, JAMES FERRENT, Cony ae s yard, Glamorganshire, Innkee Aug 31 
ati2. Off nee. mig dfil 4 Abi “A 
Parxer, Ropert Foster, Skipton, Bank Manager. Aug 29 at 2. Ship Hotel, 
ee <~ Exiza, Folkestone, Boot Dealer. Aug 26 at 2.30, 73, Sandgate rd, 
Snanonns, Hersert, Aberystwith, Cab Driver. Aug 27 at 12.30. Off Rec, Car- 


en 
SPAKKE, JOHN, Deal, Schoolmaster. Aug 26 al 11.30. Black Horse Hotel, Deal 


Tate, are. Westheidge, nr Pontefract, Farmer. Aug 26 at 11. Red Lion 
‘on 
Ta ALFRED. Btalbridge, Dorsetshire, Brewer. Aug 26 at 2.30. Off Rec, 


TuorrTon, Joux, Chatham, Tailor. Aug 30 at 11.30. Off Rec, High st, 


Tuorrr, Gzorce Joun, Shipley, Yorks, Grocer. Aug 26 at 12. Off Rec, 31, 
Manor row, Bra‘tford 
TsarowEr, Grorcs. Heydon, Norfolk, Blacksmith. Aug 27 at 12.15. Off Rec, 8, 
King st, Norwich 
Jounw Smatz, Fortess rd, Kentish Town, Blacksmith. Aug 26 at 12 
33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
WALDEN, JOSEPH, — ton next Gravesend, Trinity Pilot. Aug 30 at2.30. Off 


Rec, High st, 

WILLIaMs, Jous, as I W, Butcher. Sept 14 at 11. Off Rec, New- 

Wri1uMs, Jonyn . Newport, Mon, Grocer. Aug 2 at1. Off Rec, 12, 
Tredegar pl, Newport. Mon 

Wr11uMs0n. Epwarp, epaen, Cheshire. Sept 6 at 11. Off Rec, 23, King 
Edward st. Macclesfi 


Wiseman. Joszern Jonny, , ee Plumber. Aug 26 at 12.30. Off Ree, 
Salisbury 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Barzetr, W11114M, Bristol, Bootmaker. Bristol. Pet Augi2. Ord Aug 16 
Bec, Spemas, Birmingham, Bootmaker. Birmingham. Pet July 7. Ord 


Aug 1 
Bayes. Wiecux, St George, Glouc-ster, Butcher. Bristol. Pet Aug 9. Ord 
ug 15 
Broorg, Evizaperu, Walsall, Grocer. Walsall. Pet July 25. Ord Aug 15 
Briscoz.  —-— Ses Litherland, Lancs, Merchant. Liverpool. Pet Aug 15. 
Ord 1 
BORGE Hoxton a Hoxton, Mahogany Merchant. High Court. Pet 


Broom, Gzore 
July 13 Ord Aug 16 
Brows, Epwis James, Bath, Printer. Bath. Pet Aug9. Ord Aug 17 
Baows. Fmonas, Upton on Severn, Coal Dealer. Worcester. Pet Aug 13. Ord 
ug 
mms. Heigham, Norwich, Commission Agent. Norwich. 


ALFRED M 
Pet Aug 13. Ord Au Aug 17 
Cars, —T Skelmersdale, Lancs, Innkeeper. Liverpool. Pet Aug 15. O:d 


Co “r , ten, Birmingham, Grocer. Birmingham. Pet Aug 12. Ord 
D 
, Wit114M, Grimston, Norfolk, Farmer. King’s Lynn. Pet Aug 12. 
Ord "Aug 17 


Compr. Tuomas Hever, Bristol, Cabinet Maker. Bristol. Pet Aug 11. Ord 


Ang 15 
Commas. rot Pleasley hill, nr Mansfield, Tailor. Nottingham. Pet July 29. 
Cums, CHAZLZS, Nottiogham, Corn Factor. Nottingham. Pet July 27. Ord 


Aug 17 
ines tg oy go I W, Dealer in Butter. Newportand Ryde, Pct Aug 
Fouzzrr, Bucmazo, Barnstaple, Licensed Victuailer. Barnstaple. Pet Aug 12. 
ug 
Forp, Jaane, Puheld ot, Hoxton, Contractor. High Court. Pet June 15. Ord 
Fouzzst, } Josuva Forrzst, and Ex Sy a Kinver, Spade Manu- 


Pet Aug & Ord A 
Hawxsst, Joux, Acomb, You. et Aug 15. Ord Aug 15 
Samee, Haves 5 Aus, Bristol, Retreshment House Keeper. Bristol. Pet 
Hrseiros, Auresy, Hridlington, Yorks, Fellmonger. Scarborough. Pet Augs. 
Pet 


Hus, Witssiae, Droitwich Worcestershire, Boot Maker. Worcester. 


aaa 16 
Homez, wy — Heath, Staffordshire, Ironwork. Dudley. Pet 
Hows, 4icrincham, Baker. Manchester. Pet Aug 10. Ord Aug 15 


cident ee on Wrexham. Pet Aug 12. (nd Aug 17 


seb PEATE. rm o Higher Tranmere, Uheshire, Estate Agent. Liver- 


Ott 
Wisceten. Pet Aug4. Ord Aug 16 
acca Guctaie, SasBaces theme Cardi@. Pet Aug 9. Ord Aug 13 


| 








he, Sy and nse} Joun Kirts, Folkestone, Poulterers. Cante 
8 Ord 
Mason, THOMAS JOSEPH, Percy terr, yO a lane, East Dulwich, China D 
High Court. Pet Aug 15. Ord Aug 4 
MarrHEws, Josepu. Great Malvern, a house keeper. Worcester. Peg” 
Julv 26. Ord Aug 16 ‘ 
MusoM, James, Watford, Ironmonger. St Albans. Pet Augé. Ord Augi¢ 


MorGaN, JOHN, Cardiff, Mason. Oardiff. Pet Aug9. Ord Aug 15 a 

Oncaxms, Bnwasp, Boston, Lincoloshire, Draper. Boston. Pet July 20, On ™ 

PARLTHOREE, Ws Wi11114M, Belgrave, Leicestershire, Builier. Leicester. Pet Aug 
ug 10 

PayYNeE, Epwin, Kenmont on, (Peliege Park, Kensal Green, Dairyman. High © 


Court. Pet July 22. a 
Porg, HENRY ALEXANDER, pwansen, Glamorganshire, Licensed Victualler, 2 
Hastings. Pet July ee 


Swansea. Pet Augi0. Ord Au 
—— b gery 8t 8, 
Scorr. JOSEPH, East Stonehouse, Devon, Chemist. East Stonehouse. Pet Aug is : 
Pet Aug 17. Ont 


SUMMERS, Faspesson GEorRGE. and Epwarp HoRaT10 Pomuane, Birmingh 
Glass Bevellers. Birmingham. Pet July8. Ord Aug x 
TEAL, J Nay hs Draughton, nr Skipton, Yorks, Farmer. Bradford. Pet Aug | 
Teonetom. JOEN, Chatham, Tailor. Rochester. Pet Augié. Ord Aug 16 4 
sia GerorG#, Heydon, Norf Ik, Blacksmith. Norwich. Pet Augi5. 0 ie 
WALDES, Josnrn, pone next Gravesend, Trinity Pilot. Rochester. Pet Aug” 
ug 

Write, Sane, Amlwch, Anglesey, Tailur. Bangor. Pet Aug 16. On | 
ug , a 


The following amended notice is substituted for aig published in the ot 
London Gazette of the 16th Augus a 


Ketiy, Wii114M, Hertford rd, Edmonton, Builder. the § Pet July oe 
Ord Aug 18 







> 









liek; Jeweller. 


Ord Aug 16 
SMITH, JOms, Lianfaes, Brecon, Ironmonger. Merthyr Tydfil. 
Au 


SRPRFFFEYS Pee our weume 


Saal ae 


London Gasette.—TUESDAY, Aug. 23. 

RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Anau, Haey, Swansea, Indiarubber Merchant. Swansea Pet Aug 18, Ord 
aruss, oo Percy its, Weeieemaians, Schoolmaster. Newcastle 


. Pet Aug 20 ug 20 ¢ 
Back, GEORGE Gow, Lime st, Shipowner. High Court. Pet Augis. Ord Aug ‘, 


a Jom Percy Main, Northumberlend, Boiler Inspector. Newcastle g 


Pet Aug 2. Ord Aug 20 
Came "EDwIy, Southempten, Furniture Dealer. Southampton, Pet Aug 
Pet Aug 20. Ord Aug 0 


Ord A’ 
COKER, Tuomas. Brecon, Butcher, Me:thyr Tydfil. 
Dowaam, i } ded Srent, Limplky Stoke, Wilts, Farmer. Bath, Pet Aug 


FISHER, zn, Wout, Gorleston, Suffolk,Smackowner. Great Yarmouth. Pet 


FrrzdeRaLD, MICHAEL, Bristol, Coal Dealer. Bristol. Pet Aug 9. Ord Aug is 
FREEMAN, THOMAS, Staff rd, Contractcr. Stafford. Pet Aug 19. Ord Aug i) 7 
GaRLICK, JosePpu, Oldham, Draper. Oldham. Pet Augi9. Ord Aug 19 ce 
GzonoE, Tuomas DaNIEL, Swansea, Painter, Swanses. Pet Aug 17. Ord Aug it 
Huxen.-Joux Hewar, Bollington, Cheshire, ont of bus'ness.” Macclesteld + 


Aug 18. 
HamMpron, Boum  Migsterworth, Gloucestershire, Cattle Dealer. Gloucester 
Pet Aug 20, @ A 


Pet Augis Ord A 
Hippsiey, C fusnm, Gioveliee, Somerset, Butcher. Bristol. 

Aug 
Huxier. Warztax Tuomas, Stockwell pk rd. High Court. Pet July 27, 
Aug 


JacuErT, Ro + Budock, Cornwall, Naval Pensioner. Truro. Pet Aug 18. Off 
Kiva, Baaware, Pewseet (ile. ), General Shopkeeper. Newport (Mon.), 
Aug 9. Ord Aug 18 i 
mays J - Maida vale, Lieutenant Colonel. High Court. Pet July® 
r 
LIBBY, p Eat A Penzance, Innkeeper. Truro. Pet Augi9. Ord Aug 19 
Lortus, Right Hon Lord Aveustus wi 9 oe vyswenn SPENCER, Stan 
gdne. Hish Court. Pet June 18. Ord A = 
Mar JOSEPH, Sterry st. Sobend st, + a lS Fish Salesman, 


ARSHALL, 
Court. Pet July 4. Ord png Be 
Wir. ae age Gt Yarmouth, Tobacconist. Gt Yarmouth, 


ne Bed sik warts 
t 
4 


a ae eo 
MF PRM Tors an 


ed 


Aug i9. Ord A 
Mevinge, Busey, Shenteld, Essex, General Dealer. Chelmsford. Pet July & 
Pocxase. soem yeaa, Brighouse, Yorks, Machine Dealer. Halifax. 


8. Ord Aug 18 
Prencr, OBERT, sy aa rd, Paddington, Engineer. High Court. Pet 


Aug i 
Popes, GzorcEe Banxs, Cottingham, nr ao upon Hull, Wool B 
Kin upon Hull. Pet ake ine Ord A 
POPPLETON, WILLIAM, i tile Outer * Walsall. Pet Aug 2. 


ug 20 
Rawson t 8, Gray’s inn rd, Builder. High Court. Pet July 16. Ord Augi9 ~ 
ongnes Soon J0enPa, Christchurch, Mon, Engineer. Newport, Mon. Pet Aug i 


Benes. Fuasors, Ma Maddox st, Bond st, Court Miliiser. High Court. Pet 
> 
‘hath Shields, Bu‘lider, Newcastle on Tyne. Pet July 6. 


wi aek 


Peneeniie FEPRERETEE — : 


pia Bak 





et 








eri 









menses. 4 “pa 
aiy 
Rocks. gm residence asimewn, Officer in 1st Wilts Regiment. High Com 

Pet May 19. = A 4 
ROLLAson, came BN, B We chechem, Pawnbroker. Birmingham. Pet Aug! 
SAUNDERS, ANBIE Maxis, Mortlake rd, Kow, no occupation. High Court. Ps 

yg Ord Aug 17 : 
Srank. Henny, James st, Cannon st rd, St George’ ‘. in the East, 
én = ae, to page Cox Court. Pet a * Got pane ug Se = 
ETE, Osw. Baron’s es ton, 

Cours ee say 3. be 3. Ord Aus te coninuton, Engineer. 
VARNEY, & verpool st, Bootmaker. High Court. Pet Aug 1. 
WaAtkexr, Gz0nGE, Dudley, Draper. Dudley. Pet Augid. OrdAugié = 
Waseem, 9 7 aie Lawt n, Cheshire, Farmer, Macclesfield. Pet M 


















erbury, : 4 


Dealer. 7 














er. Pet 























ag 16 




















20, Ong 
t Aug 3, 
o. High 
ictualler, 
July & 
tAug ih 
g17. Ord 
ningham, 
Pet Aug 





zy 16 

$15. Ong 
Pet Aug 
16. On 


1 the 


t July 


gis. On 
weastle on 


rd Aug 
weastle on 


et Aug & 


i Aug # 
Pet Aug if 


Pet Aw 


rd Aug ® 
1 Aug 19 
19 

Ord Aug® 
sfeld. Pa 


Gloucester 
ug 20. Om 
uly 27, Ont 
Lug 18. Ont 
Mon.). Pe 
Pet July B& 


Aug 19 
n, Stanhope 


High 
mouth, Pet 
Pet July 
lalifax. Pe 
rt. Pet Ju 
Vool Brokat 
hug 2. Ord 


| Aug 19 
Pet Aug ® 


it. Petday 
July 6. Ord 
High Cou 

Pet Aug @ 
h Court. Me 
‘ast, Licensed 
‘ineer. Hit 
Aug 1. On 


man. 


ug 16 
eld, Pet 
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FIRST MEETINGS. 


oTT, Henry, Swansea, India Rubber Merchant. Aug 31 at 3. Off Rec, 
om 6, Rutland st, Swansea 


ApaMs, HENRY UADWALLADER, Shepperton, Esq. Aug 30 at 11. 90 and 31, St. 


Swithin’s lane 
, WitttaM, Percy Main, Northumberland, Assistant Schoolmaster. 
Sept 3 at 11.80, Off Rec, Pink lan Mewoastie cn 590 
Batty. BERT, Down st, Ficoadilly, se Keeper. Aug 31 at 12, 


33, 

Beas, Joma. ye ba Spon E ‘Hull, Wooi Turner. Aug 30 at 2. Incorporated 
ey lane, ‘Hull 

BLYTH, - Aiwa Uambridge Gdns, North Kensington, Engineer, Aug 90 at 11. 

83, ero st, Lincoln 8 ion 


sident st, Goswell rd, Engineer. Aug 30 at 12. 338, Carey st, 
Lincoln’s inn 


Burcess, CHARLES Hucuss, Westbury on Trym, Saddler. Aug 31 at 12. Off 
Busto om tos i North berland, Boiler Inspector. 
N, JOHN, Percy Ma orthumberland, Boiler Ins; t 3 at il- 
Off Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyne sae 
vagy ++ Same Furniture Dealer. Septiatii. Off Reo, 4, East 
st, Sou 








Omak, MicHARt, Bideford, Hatter. Aug 31 at 12, Hutchings, Auctioneer, 
i ford 
CHAPPELL, WILLIAM, Saxteton, Yorks, Colliery Depu Sept 1 at 11, Off Ree, 
Figtree lane, Sheffiel eee: *6 
OnAYNEY, THOMAS nell Maidstone, Scale Maker. Aug 31 at 8. Off Rec, 
Week st, Maidstone 
‘ ae, Seeman. Birminghem, Fruiterer. Septiatii. 25, Colmore row, 
t Vs 
DunHaM, WILLIAM STENT, Limpley Stoke, Wilts, Farmer. Aug 31 at 12 45. 
Off Rec, Bank chbrs, Bristo . mn . ee 
Eaton, Putuip, Brighton, Etome house Keeper. Aug 30 at 12. 4, Pavilion 
bidngs, Brighton 
FisTtH, FRxDERICK, JOSEPH FirTH, and Epwin_ Frirta, Dewsbiry, Jviners. 
Aug 30 at 1030. Incorporated Law Society, B nd st, Dewsbury 
Frets, FREDERICK, and Witt1am Howroyp Firts, Dewsbury. Ironfounders. 
Aug 30 at 12. Incorporated Law Society, Bond st, Dewsbury 
Francis, ARTHUR GiBBSs, Wandsworth rd, Merchant. Aug 30 at 11. Bank- 
ruptcy bldngs, Lincoln’s inn 
Gzorce, THOMAS ANTIEL, Swansea, Painter. Aug 3liatit. Oft Reo, 6, Rutiand 
at, Swansea 
GritEsPiIz, WILLIAM, Barrow in Furness, Li d Victuall Aug 31 at 10. 
27, Paxton ter, Barrow in Furness 
Hamer, JOHN HEwnRY, Bollington, Chester, out of business. Aug 30 at 12, Off 
Rec, 28, King Edward st, Macclesfield 
Hampton, Epmunp, Minsterworth, Gloucestershire, Cattle Dealer. Sept 1 at 12. 
Off , Gloucester 
m#« 7 Mowraave, Bristol, Glass Factor. Aug 30 at 2.15. County Court, 
eltenham 
a Lineal “ed Billiter st, Engineer. Aug 31atit. Bankruptcy bidgs, 
ncoin's inn 
pera. Wi : DY iy villas, Kilburn, Builder. Septiatii. Bankruptcy bldgs, 
ncoln’s inn 
HorsLey, ALFRED Howanrp (sep estate), Birmingham, Builder. Sgpt 2 at 11. 25, 
Colmore row, Birmingham 
Horstey, Horatio GzorGsx (rep estate), Birmingham, Builder. Sept 2at 11. 
26, Uolmore row, Birmingham 
HorsteY, Horatio Georcz, Hussrr JosgrnH Horsiey, and ALFRED Howarp 
SORRY. B ngham, Builders. Sept 2 at 11. 25, Colmore row, Bir- 
mingham 
HorsteY, Husert Joseru (sep estate), Acock’s green, Warwick, Builder, Sept 
Zatil, 25, Colmore row, Birminghsm 
Budock, Cornwall, Naval Pensioner. Aug 30 at 12. Off Rec, 
Boscawen st, Truro 
Jouns, son. St Lythams, nr Cardiff, Olerk in Holy Orders. Sept 2 at 2.30. 
Off Rec, 3, Crockherbtown, ( ‘ardift 


Jonzs, Jouy, Nantewnlle, Cardigan, Labourer. Sept 1 at 2.30. Lion Hotel, 
Aber ystw: ith 


JonEs, J oi, Neath, Commission Agent. Aug 30 at 12. Castle Hotel, Neath 


Keitty, WILLIAM, Millbrook rd, Edmonton, Builder! Aug 381atil, 30 and 81, St 
Swithin’s ia 8 lane 
Kipp, Henry, Landport, Tobacconist, Sept5at3. 166, Queen st, Purtsea 


Brms, Aas AARON, Conate, Hardware Dealer. ‘Sept 2 at 12. Off Rec, 3, Crockherb- 
Lwncizr,’ a and GzeorcGe WriiL1AM LUNGLEY, Plaistow, Brick Mer- 


chants. Aug 30 at 12. Bankruptcy bidgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Morrey, ALBERT WILLIAM, Saat s park, Upper Edmonton, Aug 81 at 12. 


90 & 31, St Swithin’s Jan 
Moran, JOnN, Cardiff, | ell Sept 2 at it. Off Reo, 8, Crockherbtown, Cardiff 
ppnarre. a Heats, Plymouth, Solicitor. Sept 2 at 11, 18, Frankfort st, 
lymou 
Pickizs, Lovis FREDERICK, Brighouse, Yorks, Machine Dealer. Sept 2 at 8,30, 


Off Rec, Halifax 
Poorz, REGINALD CLAUDE, and Epwarp Francis LAMBERT BrowN, Queen Vio- 





il poo ng 2 patel Aug 381 at 12, Bankruptcy bidgs, Portu 

a coin’s inn fi 

Ronson, J 200, or Shields, Builder. Sept 2at11. Off Reo, Pink lave, New- 

nm Tyne 

Rowixes, ILLIAM, Torsten st, Hoxton, Lime Merchant. Aug 31 at 11. 33, 
Over st, Lincoln’s 

eee, v Ones: East 8 - yuse, Chemist. Aug 81 at il. 18, Frankfort street, 

ymouw 


Suzarp, Joz, Kirkheaton, nr Huddersfield, Land Agent, Aug 31 at 4.90. Haigh 


& Son, solors, New st, Huddersfield 
Swen, Joun, Sheffield, Grocer. Sept tat12, Off Reo, Figtree lane, Sheffield 
Aug 90 at12. Off Reo, 1, High 


Srantzy, Francis Joun, Nottingham, Painter. 
pavement, Nottin, 
Tvaver, HARRY, p Remenapon m st, City road, Builder. Sept 1 at 12. Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Portugal st, incoln’s ike fields 
Warxins, Epmonp, Church st, Stoke Newington, Oheesemonger, Aug 30 at 12, 
i¢ Room, 30 and 81, St yong s lane 
ATHERINE 


Wrnsrsr, Oa Jans, Rhyl, Fitntshire, Hotel keeper. Aug Siat3. Of 
ee’ Gorn cknbes Onesies” 4 


Warts EEEySsER, Church st, Edgware rd, Milkman. Sept 1 ati. 33, Carey 


Wouri, Avaust, Hedon in Holderness, Yo Innkeeper. Aug 90 at 11. 
ff Rec, Lincoln's inn bidgs, Bowlalley jane Hull e 7 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Atuxzy, Wi1114M, Mela, _ ectembetienh, Gchochnaie, Newoastle on 
‘Tyne, Pet Aug 5 


AYiwanrp, Jonny, Coventey, yt | Manufacturer. Ooventry. Pet Aug 


13, Ord A 
Baytuorp, Tuomas, Barrow in Furness. Victualler. Ulverston and 


Licensed 
ow in Furness. Pet July 29. Ord Aug 19 





Biace, Gnonen Gow, Lime of, Gly Owes High Court. Pet Aug 18. Ord 
Bours Wirzzan Covutain, Ponstnes, Moule: of Gelibsient. High Court. 


rut Ase Ord Aug 
BuryetrT, SEAN GALE erbadodbe Prleter, Stockton on Tees oud 
Middlesborough. Pet Aug 12. Ord 


Deangy, Jome, Pune Sy, Hennes. Datier teapester. Newcastle on 
CHAYNEY, THOMAS Matstone, Scale Maker. Maidstone. Pet Aug 6. 


Ooxer, T10m8, Brecon, Butcher. Merthyr Tydfil. Pet Aug 20. Ord Aug 20 


Cnoog, Hagar, Oo pin) 26 ae eh Ree ee ee 
DUNES, § WILLLAM Sranr’ Limpley Stoke, Wilts, Farmer. Bath. Pet Aug 18. 


Earox, "Pale Brighton, Lodging-house Keaper. Brighton. Pet Aug 15. Ord 


io dee RT, Barrow in Furness, Accountant. Ulverston and Barrow ia Fur- 
ness. Pet July 18. Ord Aug 19. 
Fawcett, Fm ptm Hightown in Liversedge, Yorks, Carrier. Dewsbury. Fet July 


9. 
Frsua. Ww. 7 Soe Suffolk, Smackowner. Great Yarmouth. Pet 
Aug 


ug 20. 
Gzz, Robeur Sowans, Gawsworth, Cheshire, Carter. Macclesfield. Pet Aug 


GEORGE, ft, 1 am Swansea, Painter, Swanser. PetAugi7. OrdAug “0 


mpTon, EpMUND, Mi Reterwortth, Giqnenstesstine, Cutts Dantes. Gloucester. 
Pet Ord 13. Ont A 


JACKETT, ROBERT, “Conwell, Naval Pensioner. Truro. Pet Aug 18, 
rd Aug 18 
JOHNS, . soem A , He Lethans, ax Condit, Cert tn Sele Gutem. Cardiff. Pet Aug 
ug 's 


Jouweox, A. W., Oxford, Captainia Army. Oxford. Pet March?i Ord May 6 
JonES, Joun, Neath, Commission Agent. Neath, Pet Augié. Ord Aug 19 
Jones, JOHN, Nantcwnlle, Cardigan, Labourer. Carmarthen. Pet Aug 13. Ord 


a, ee Penzance, Innkeeper. Truro. Pet Aug 18. Ord Aug 20 

mee eune Buas, Stafford, Shoe Manufacturer. Stafford. Pet Aug 16. 
Maroulis, Fuaxcrs Hawnr, Gracechurch st, Stationer. High Court. Pet Aug 
=, ee — | aa Gt Yarmouth, Tobacconist. Gt Yarmouth. Pet 
ane, ~ | es Carlyle sq, Chelsea, no occupation. High Court. Pet June i. 
meme 8 oy Penton L-d_e, nr Andover, Gent. Salisbury. Pet Jan 19. 
Monrgs. =a Ph yomen a pk, Upper Edmonton, Clerk. E-imont~n. 
MorrisH, RicHarp Woop, veamington, Boot Dealer. Warwick. Pet July 29. 
Owss, Mounts Wiiitas s Lioxp, Baverfordwest, Eeq. Pembroke Doct. Pet 


July it. Ord Aug 
G D, address ines nowt: High Court. Pet June 30, Ord Aug 18 


Pacxems, Loum Fasninack, Beppe Tam Machine Dealer. Halifax. Pet 
1 
Repeats, a7 Feyeae Lace Manufacturer. Nottingham. Pet Aug 


Reson, Grd Augie Y, Birmingham, Tobacconist. Birmingham. Pet July 25. 
eo 


Racm anne, J inf Southampton sy, Mocmbany, Sabian. High Court. 
oer Wellingborough, Coal Merchant. Northampton. Pet July 18. 


noe a ay Bucks, Draper. Northampton. Pet June25. Ord Aug 19 

Saen, 2. Domn, Sige avenue, Paidington, Builder. High Court. Pet June 13. 

SAUNDERS, ANNIE Manta. Mortlake 7d, Kew, no oooupation. High Court. Pet 
ug iv. ug 18 

neg > nainadamepeces oe Nottingbam. age apeeiat Ord 


Tx Dav ee aan ish Semi. i 
ee ANE, Rhyl, Hotel keeper. Bangur. Pet Aug tl. Ord 
Ag 


emended notice te enbetibated tor that in the 
osname 2 published 


MatrueEws, JosEPH, said Damen bias bias Worcester. Pst 


Great 
July 26. Ord Aug 16 
—_x————EEEEEE Ee 


wassup Purcmasees —Before 
peti Ty “4 
Esser (metab. 1696), wie alee the ec-lapve.) 
STAMMERERS and Uttle book by Mr, B. 
Baron’ 13 The 
faite" peresans ony 8 poo aaa Ne ene Sie 


his own.—[ ADvr.)} 
—————— 
BIRTHS, Rae fm os AND DEATHS. 
a Grant Greig, solicitor, to 
eo aH Beslta, exttatben, 
seprt Goan mug tert the ll Bvytine Beatrice, 


of G. Be Cook. 
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The pe be pronounce a _ most om per- ROBE MAKERS, COPY| N G BOO KS. 
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